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WASH:^GTON, D C , October 31,1932. 

To the Pbesident. 

In any period of deep and prolonged depresrion it is difficult to 
recognize exactly the first signs of improvement. Nevertheless, it is 
significant that after a ruinous 3-yeax decline agricultural prices rose 
materially during July, August, and September of 1932. In October 
they receded somewhat, but not to the lows registered in midsummer. 
Amoulture felt the shock of this depression earlier and harder than 
other industries, and it may lead in the recovery. 

Farm-commodity prices rose from 52 per cent of the pre-war level 
in June, 1932, to 59 per cent of that level in September; in the suc¬ 
ceeding month they fell off 3 points to 66 per cent. The months dur¬ 
ing vmch the laim-commomty price index rose saw an opposite 
movement in the prices of the things that farmers usually buy. The 
index for this group of commodities dropped from 110 to 106 per cent 
of the pre-war average. These opposite price movements increased 
the unit purchasing power of agricultural products 16 per cent. 

Considered merely as net gain, that was not much. ^ But the change 
was encoiu’aging. It was the first substantial^ improvement m 
agricultural prices since the onset of the depression in 1929. Fm-ther- 
more, it applied to certain branches of agriculture that were heavily 
bmdened with surpluses. The mdcx for cotton and cottonseed 
prices rose between June 15 and September 16 from 37 to 57; in the 
same peiiod the index for the prices of meat animals rose from 57 to 
67; the dairy-products index rose from 62 to 67; and the poultry and 
poultry-products index from 69 to 84. On the other hand, the index 
for gi-ains dropped from 44 to 41; and that for fruits and vegetables 
from 82 to 68. 

To some slight extent this improvement in prices reflected a 
reduction in the supply of farm commodities. It resulted, mostly, 
however, from many fundamental readjustments in the financial and 
buriness world. As the year advanced bank failures declined. 
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Easier credit conditions and lower interest rates furnished a basis for 
renewed enterprise. Confidence in the business outlook increased. 
This was shown by a considerable recovery in the bond and stock 
markets. Stronger markets seemed to mark the end of uncertainty 
and the return of confidence. 

This renewed confidence is not confined to the United States. 
Gold is again coming into this country, indicating restored world 
confidence in the American dollar. In Europe the Lausanne ^re^ 
ment, the firmer tendency of prices of many products, and the rise in 
the American stock market favorably mfiuenced foreign business 
sentiment. 

These readjustments and the changing outlook are providing a 
basis for an improvement in the demand for agricultural products. 
While unemployment and reduced wages of urban consumers are still 
a great handicap in the marketing of farm products, the upturns in 
the financial situation in the past few months, if sustained, will 
be a stimulus to increase employment and wiU thus increase the 
purchasing power of urban consumers. Furthermore, the improve¬ 
ment in the prices of agricultural products will increase the demand 
for manufactured goods and thus give further impetus to a general 
revival in business activity. This in turn will add further strength to 
the market for agricultural products. 

In planning production and marketing for another year, farmers 
must bear in mind, of course, that the road to recovery may not be a 
continuous and rapid climb. Temporary setbacks are to be expect^. 
But there are many indications that material improvement in the in¬ 
come from agriculture will occim within the next few years. 

In this annual report conditions of the past year rather than pros¬ 
pects must necessarily predominate. Recent changes, tho^h full of 
promise, have nof^yet greatly bettered the farmers’ position. It is 
my purpose to analyze this*position frankly. I shall summaiize the 
general condition tmd show its bearing upon farm incomes, com¬ 
modity prices, land valuations, taxation, credit, and exports and 
imports of farm products. 

Demand 

The current depresrion has caused greater shrinkage in demand for 
farm commodities, in fam-commodity prices, and m farm incomes 
than has any similar decline recorded in the last 70 years. Consump¬ 
tion of the more expensive commodities has declined. Consump¬ 
tion of the cheaper commodities has remained practically unchanged, 
and indeed, in some cases has increased. Nevertheless, prices of all 
commodities, have fallen. Farmers have had to take terrific price 
cuts to move their goods. The situation has demonstrated again the 
old truth that it takes purchasing power, as well as consumption, to 
ke^ prices up. 

Farmers have witnessed a precipitate fall in purchasing power. 
The factory pay-roll index for the United States, for example, was 50 
per cent lower m the first quarter of 1932 than in the first quarter of 
1928. Railroad pay roUs were about 40 per cent lower, and construc¬ 
tion pay rolls about SO per cent lower. Generally speaking, it was 
the same in foreign^ countries. In some of the principal countries 
that take Jimerican farm products, employment and consumer buying 
power declined more than in the Uniteid States. Our agriculture 
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exports therefore had to fall in volume, and even more in value. In 
the two crop years 1929-30 and 193(K31, farm exports from the 
United States declined twice as much in value as in volume. This 
meant that Ameiican farmers were exporting their surpluses at bar¬ 
gain prices. Even so, great surpluses remained unsold. But for 
price cuts, the surpluses would have been mountain high. Reduced 
buying power abroad was not tlie only cause of the drop in our am- 
cultural exports. Increased farm production in Europe and else¬ 
where had a great deal to do with it. So did import restrictions 
established by foreign countries because of their reduced buyingpower 
and because of their desire to maintain their gold reserves. Recent 
export statistics bear ouu what I emphamzed m my report last year, 
namely, the impossibility of maintainm g o ur amcultural export ti'ade 
at the volume it reached during the World \Var and immediatelv 
after. 

Stability of Production 

In the last few years changes in demand have predominated over 
changes in production as the chief cause of price declines. Agricul¬ 
tural production in the United States has been fairly stable since 
1924. There have been regional ups and downs and shifts in the 
importance of different crops. Grain production has declined, while 
the production of meat animals has remained about the same. The 
production of dairy products, poultry, truck crops, and fruits has 
mcreased. Cotton production declined this year. Broadly, declines 
in some directions have been offset by gains m others. 

It is inaccurate to attribute the price slump in recent years solely 
to general Agricultural e^ansion. It can be attributed in part to the 
fact that production did not fall so rapidly as demand. In this 
respect the agricultural reaction to the depression was very different 
from the industrial reaction. In 1931 farm production in &e United 
States was about the same as it was in 1928, whereas the production of 
nonagricultural commodities was nearly 50 per cent less. This is not 
said m criticism of farmers. Farm production can not be adjusted 
(luicldy to changes in demand. This fact is a disadvantage to the 
individu^ farmer. It makes agriculture the great shock absorber 
and stabilizii^ influence in hard times. Si^tained farm production, 
though it helps to force prices down, makes hfe easier for wage earners 
with reduced incomes, and lessens the burden of unemployment relief. 
It is necessity, of course, and not philanthropy, that obliges agricul¬ 
ture to fill this rdle. Nevertheless, a^culture does so, to the sub¬ 
stantial benefit of the community. ^ TMs should be remembered when 
farmers ask public support for agricultural relief measures. 

Farm Prices and Purchasing Power 

During the depression there developed, until the last few months, 
an increased spread between prices received by farmers for their prod¬ 
ucts and prices of nona^cultural goods. rVom August, 1929, to 
August, 1982, prices of ail groups of farm commodities, at the farm, 
declinea nearly 60 per cent; wheat prices dropped 65 per cent, cotton 
prices dropped 64 per cent, wool prices 74 per cent, and hog prices 
60 per cent. In the same period non^ricultural prices at wholesale 
declined 24 per cent. Another measure of the disparity is still more 
strikti^. This shows the ratio of prices received to prices paid^ by 
farmers at retail for commodities u^d in farm living and production. 
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In Aagns^ this ratio was only 54 per yent of the pre-war ratio. In 
other words, farm-commodity purchasing power was little more than 
ha*{ hat it was before the wai\ 

Gross Farm Income 

Gross farm income from agricnltural production m the United States 
in 1932 will be lo\^er than it was in 1931. Gross income in 1931 was 
$6,955,000,000 compared with $9,403,000,000 in 1930 and $11,950,- 
000,000 in 1929. These changes represent a decline of more than 
40 per cent in two years. The decline was greater in the income 
from field crops than in the income from livestock. Before the war 
field crops yielded the greater return; since 1921 livestock has pro¬ 
duced more income. Recent years have accentuated the new trend. 
From 1924 to 1931 income from livestock and livestock products 
dropped only 19 per cent, as compared with a drop of nearly 74 per 
cent m the income from grains. Livestock enterprises suffer less from 
foreign influences than do many field crops, smce they rest more 
broadly on the home market. Hence the increasing importance of 
livestock may forecast greater stability for American agriculture. 

Net Incomes 

Net farm incomes wiU probably decline proportionately more than 
gross farm mcomes this year, just as they did in 1931 and 1930, 
since the expenses of production have declined far less than prices 
of farm products. In 1930, out of a gross income of $9,406,000,000, 
the farmers, after pajing expenses of production, interest, rent, and 
taxes, had $3,553,000,000left as a return for their capital, management, 
and labor. In 1929 the net income for capital, labor, and manage¬ 
ment was $5,853,000,000. The average farm operator that year, 
after paying expenses of production, interest, rent, and taxes, had 
about $847left. The average net return fell to $566 in 1930 and to 
$342 in 1931. Feeds, hired labor, and machinery are the principal items 
on which farmers in the last few years have been able to cut down 
their expenses. Thev have had little relief from interest and taxes. 

Capital Account 

Agriculture has also lost heavily in its capital account. The total 
value of all capital employed in a^cultural production as of January 
1, 1932, was $44,339,000,000, as compared with $58,249,000,000 on 
January 1, 1930, a decline of about 24 per cent. Farmers' equities in 
their property decline along with their current incomes, so mat their 
financial security as well as their standard of living is impaired. 

Farm real-estate values continued to fall in nearly all parts of the 
country. In the 12 months ended March 1, 1932, me declines 
exceeded those of the previous year. The department's index 
showing the estimated per acre value of farm land for the United 
States dropped from 106 per cent to 89 per cent of the pre-war (1912- 
1914) average. More than two-thirds of the States reported lower 
than pre-war levels. ^Only two geographic divisions, the New Eng¬ 
land and the Pacific, with indexes of 116 and 118, respectively, reported 
average values higher than those of the pre-war period. Average 
values fell 3 per cent below the pre-war level in the east and west 
South Central States, 4 per cent below that level in the South Atlantic 
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and Middle Atlantic States, IS per cent beloiv in the Moxmtain 
States, 19 per cent belov in the west North Central States, and 27 
per cent beluw in the east North Ctntral States. 

The cuTrent decline in faiin-land val les staited not from a relatively 
high level but tr^ m a i ^latl^ ely low level. In chat respect it differs 
from the lir«+ post-v slump In laige measure the decline in farm 
land values atier 1920 liquidated a tvave of specuktion. The current 
decline reflects a vciting dovn ol values to correspond with a lover 
commodity pzice level. 

Mortgage Debt 

Mortgage debt presses upon American agriculture to-day vuth 
exceptional severity. Total faim-mortgage debt in the United States 
increased from $3,300,000,000 in 1910 to $7,900,000,000 in 1920, and 
to $9,500,000,000 in 1928. Since then it has fallen slightly, largely 
as a restilt of foreclosures. Interest and attendant costs on this 
mortgage debt in 1930 represented a fixed annual charge of $568,000,- 
000. While the capacity to cany this charge has declined greatly 
in the last two years, the charge itself remains about the same. In 
1931 interest on the farm-mortgage debt absorbed about 8 per cent 
of the gross farm income, compared with 4 per cent in 1920 and 3 
per cent in 1910. In recent years an increasing number of farms have 
been mortgaged. The department estimates that in 1930,40 per cent 
of all farms were mortgaged. The 19b0 census reported 42 per cent 
of all owner-operated farms as mortgaged, compared with 37.2 per 
cent in 1920. 

Foreclosures are all too prevalent. They are blighting the hopes 
of men who can get as much out of the land as anyone comd. Keep¬ 
ing efficient farm owners on their own property and in their own hom^ 
is to the interest of both debtors and creditors. It is also to tihe 
interest of the Nation. Much mortgage indebtedness has grown 
burdensome from forces largely outside the farmer’s control. I shall 
later show hov Federal md in the field of farm credit has helped. 
But more needs to be done. The powers of our credit institutions 
must be broadened and legal restrictions relaxed so that in an emer¬ 
gency like the present one efficient farmers can he given a fighting 
chance to hold their homes. 


Taxes 

Farm-property taxes have remmned practically unchanged during 
the depression, alriiough in a very few States farmers have received 
substantial relief. Taxes for the countiy as a whole have been, in 
the last two years, about 166 per cent higher than they were in 1914. 
With gross farm incomes down to the pre-war level, the tax load is 
extremely onerous. As in the case of the mortg;age-debt burden, its 
real weight has been doubled by falling prices since 1929. It takes 
more than four times^ as many units of farm produce to pay 
the farm tax bill now as it took m'l914. In 1931 taxes on farm prop¬ 
erty absorbed about 11 per cent of the gross farm income, compared 
with only 4 per cent before the war. 

I have repeatedly called attention to the farmers’ unfair tax burden. 
It is a result not only of increases in public expenditures, but of the 
failure of our tax system to allow for the postwar dedme in farm 
incomes. Simple justice requires both economy in public expend!- 
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ttire and drastic revision of the revenue system. Farm-tax studies 
by the department and by State institutions over a period of years 
point to the conclusion that the tax system discriminates against the 
farmer, and show that the injustice is greater now than it was a few 
years ago. That unfairness exists is generally acknowledged. Its 
recognition should form a basis for action. The tax that discriminates 
against the farmer is the so-called general-moperty tax. It is not 
part of the Federal revenue system. Hence Federal action is limited 
to investigation and explanation of the problem, and to such changes 
in the Fedwal system as vrill encourage helpful changes in State and 
local taxation. 

During the past year the departnient has sought to ascertain: (1) 
The amount and trend of farm taxation since 1913, by States and for 
the country as a whole; ^2) the reasons for differences and similarities 
in these changes in various States and regions; (3) possibilities for 
tax reduction by revision of the revenue system; (4) possibilities for 
reduction through reorganization of rural local governments. 

This program of investigation, though not long under way, has 
produced signiffcant data, including reliable ffgures for individual 
States showing the amoxmt and the trend of farm taxes per acre since 
1913. 

Tax revision calls for substitutes for a substantial part of the gen¬ 
eral-property tax levy. Income taxes and excise taxes the leading 
alternatives. These revenue sources are now the main reliance of 
the Federal Government. Attempts by States to draw large revenues 
from these sources i^essitate coordination of Federal ^d State 
systems to avoid new inequalities. Th^e is increased public recogni¬ 
tion of the need for coordinating State and Federal taxes as a step 
toward State tax revision for the relief of farmers and home owners. 

Farm-tax reduction through reoigmization of rural local govern¬ 
ment is an important possibility. Besults of the department’s fust 
efforts to appraise the significance of this possibility m certain local¬ 
ities will become available shortly. A comprehensive program for 
farm-tax reduction must reduce waste, ineffectiTeness, and duplica¬ 
tion in local governmental imits. 

Credit Conditions 

It was inevitable in the generally depr^ed condition of agriculture 
that farm-credit facilities should be strained. Local credit agencies, 
such as coimtry banks and merchants, depend for their lending power 
on a flow of income into their communities. When this flow dwmdles 
or dries up, outstanding loans can not be collected and new loans can 
not be made. What ordinarily amounts to a revolving fund ceases 
to revolve. Farm incomes from the production of 1931 dropped so 
low that country banks generally could maintain only a small fraction 
of their lending power. These banks, moreover, had to stand the 
additional stress of the customary outflow of a^cultural funds in 
mortg^e interest, tax payments, and so forth. 

Agroultural distress affected the supply of mortgi^e credit as well 
as the supply of bank credit. Delinquent interest payments and a 
bigh^ foremosure rate impressed mortgage lenders unfavorably. 
Special factors in ^e investment market made matters worse. Life 
insurance companies, the chief lenders on farm-mortgage security, 
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had to meet an exceptional demand for policy loans; also the value 
of their raih’oad and industrial securities declined drastically. The 
Federal land banks and the joint-stock land banks found the bond 
market unsatisfactory for the sale of additional securities. The 
credit stiingency tended still further to lessen the earning power of 
the farmers. It hancUcapped them in readjusting their crop programs. 
It prevented the efficient utilization of feed and of labor time. Often, 
indeed, lack of production credit compelled the premature selling of 
livestock. 

Federal Credit Assistance 

The Federal Government relieved this situation in several ways. 
It authorized production loans out of relief appropriations remaining 
unexpended in 1931. It made additional provision for production 
loans in the Reconstruction Finance Corporation act. It amended 
the laws governing the operations of the Federal intermediate credit 
banks in such a manner as to increase their lending power. It appro¬ 
priated $125,000,000 to increase the capital stock of the Federal land 
banks. Another measure authorized the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make loans out of a $10,000,000 revolving fund to assist individuals 
in organizing or enlargi^ agricultural-credit corporations and hve- 
stock-loan companies. This fund may not be much used, because 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is organizing regional 
agricultiu’al-creffit corporations to occupy the same field. Other 
Federal legislation, suggested by the President, helped to relieve the 
farm-credit stringency. The Glass-SteagaR bill permitted the 
Federal reserve banks to use the direct obligations of the United States 
Government as coUateral for Federal reserve notes, and thus released 
gold for other credit purposes. It also authorized the Federal reserve 
banks to make advances to member banks on paper eli^ble for 
rediscoimt. This legislation relieved pressure on coun^ as well ^ 
on city banks and put many of them in a position to increase their 
loans. The Reconstruction Finance Corporation helped agriculture 
through the relief it extended to banks generally. 

Loans to Farmers 

As already mentioned, relief appropriations granted in 1931 provided 
some funds for production loans. The Department of Agriculture 
administered these funds. It granted therefrom some 51,000 loans 
aggregating approximately $8,195,000. South Dakota farmers bor¬ 
rowed $3,274,663: North Dakota farmers borrowed $2,419,089: 
Alontana farmers borrowed $1,022,582; Nebraska fanners borrowed 
$604,822; Utah farmers borrowed $479,703; and those in other States 
borrowed $394,000. In these States severe drought in the summer and 
fall of 1931 depleted feed suppli^. The loans, which were secured 
by livestock liens, enabled farmers to maintain their breeding herds 
and work stock. 

This department also administered production credit made available 
for 1932 in the Reconstruction Finance Corporation act. The 
measure authorized the corporation to turn over to the Secretary of 
Agriculture $50,000,000 of its capital stock, and a proportion of the 
additional funds obtained through the sale of bonds and debentures. 
The corporation thus made $75,000,000 available to the Secretary 
for crop-production loans, out of wnich sum $64,203,773 had been 
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loaned to 507,643 bonwvers up to August 31, 1932. The loans, 
which averaged S126.47, went piincipally to farmers in the North¬ 
western States and in the Cotton Belt. There was some borrowing, 
however, in all the States except Rhode Island. 

Federal Intermediate Credit 

Under the new law governing the operations of the Federal inter¬ 
mediate credit banks, Congress gave these banks acceptance powei*s 
that broadened their financing facilities, particularly their marketing- 
credit facilities. It made the debentures of the intermediate credit 
banks eligible as collateral for 15-day notes when subniitted by 
member banks to the Federal reserve banks. This provision made 
intermediate credit bank debentures more desirable as a short-time 
investment for commercial banks. The legislation, in short, in¬ 
creased the marketability of the debentures issued by the iutermediate 
credit banks. As a result, these debentm'es sold in the summer of 
1932 at the lowest interest rate since the barks were orgamzed. 
Farmers benefited by a corresponding reduction in the cost of inter¬ 
mediate bank credit "to agriculture. 

Agricultural-Credit Corporations 

The Reconstruction Finance Corporation is organizing regional 
agricultural-credit corporations under a more comprehensive principle 
than that contemplated in the legislation appropriating $10,000,000 
to assist individuals in buying the stock of agricultural-credit cor¬ 
porations or livestock-loan companies. Congress authorized the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation to set up a regional credit cor¬ 
poration, with a minimum capital of $3,000,000, in each Federal land 
bank district. Ten such corporations have already been established. 
They have power to rediscount agricultural paper with the Federal 
intermediate credit banks and the Federal reserve banks and also 
with the Reconstruction Finance Corporation. They make loans 
for production, including feeding, and for marketing. They began 
by making available crecut for the feeding of livestock, because credit 
for that purpose was in particularly keen demand. Important 
benefits should result. Previously existing credit facilities did not, 
even in normal times, fully meet the need for livestock-production 
credit. In times of falling "prices they were whoUy inadequate. 

Federal Land Banks 

In providing $125,000,000 of new capital for the Federal land banks, 
Congress authorized these institutions to give hard-pressed borrowers 
more time to pay their loans. It earmarked for that specific purpose 
$25,000,000 of the amount appropriated. The sum became immedi¬ 
ately available for the relief of farmers who could not meet their 
payments. The law pro\dded that this $25,000,000 should be used 
exclusively to supply the Federal land banks with funds to use in 
place of the money of which they would be temporarily deprived by 
granting extensions. It directed the banks to grant extensions 
whenever, in their judgment, conditions warranted. This policy is 
financially sound, as well as humane. The emergency that makes 
many farmers unable to carry their mortgages will pass. When farm 
earning power revives, debts hard to pay now will be paid easily. 
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Fa.m solvenov '■.vill l>e restciecl, and ftiijin j’^neis keep their farms. 
It woiild be a lo'iS to tne Feueial 1 rjik-, as as to the fanners, 
if circumstances co 2 nbe-Ifc<l a Tia-tic fmec.osare policy. Fortunately 
that is ii(>t the case. 

Crops of the Year 

On an acreage slightly srerter than that v^f 1931, but smaller than 
that of 1930 ivd. t*ie ccinpcsire y^eld o. ah feld crops in the 
United States this year ’vas about 6 per cent lo^^s thctn that of 1931. 
It ^vos 4 per cent beio’T the aveiage :V r the o-yeai period 1924-102S. 

This period be :sed i.s the basis of pic election compai’isons 
throughout this brief crop survey, except in ihe case of cotten. It 
excludes the drought year 103^. u’hicia abnoimally lowers the aT-erages 
for the period 1920ylC30. Cotten prcoacticn is compared "rith the 
average for the period 1926-1930 Lecause cotton, a crop extiemeiy 
tolerant of di'oaght, did not safi*er as much as ether held crops in 1930. 

Acreages of the cash crops declined gieatly this year. A^creages of 
feed crops increased. The area seeded to vunter wheat in 1931 was 8 
per cent less than in 1930, and winter abandonment was large. Feed 
crops partly replaced abandoned winter wheat. In the Northwest 
favorable moistuie conditions impelled the farmer's to plant full 
acreages of wheat and feed grains. An increased acreage of spring 
wheat offset the reduction in the winter-wheat acreage. '’The barley 
acreage exceeded that of 1931 by 22 per cent, and was the largest 
ever sown. Corn acreage, the second largest on record, was 3.3 per 
cent above that of 1931. Oat acreage was 5.7 per cent larger than 
that of 1931, and about equal to the 5-year average. Tobacco 
acreage was reduced 29 per cent from 1931, cotton acreage 9.5 per 
cent, bean acreage 21 per cent, and lice acreage 13 per cent. Broadly, 
these drastic readjustments reflected the influence of low prices in 
the cash-crop markets and the relatively greater ^vorth of feed crops. 
The acreage of potatoes, however, increased 1 per cent and that of 
sweetpotatoes 12 per cent. Acreage planted to vegetable crops for 
canning was neatly curtailed, 

TTheat production was extremely short. Winter and spiing crops 
combined totalled 712,000,000 bushels—14 per cent below the 5-year 
average. The vdnter-wheat crop was 442.000,000 bushels, or 20 per 
cent below the average. Spring-wheat output totaled 270,000,000 
bushels, or 4 per cent below the average. The lye crop was 42,500,000 
bushels, or 1,600,000 bushels below the 5-year average. Eice pro¬ 
duction was 37;700,000 bushels, or about 1,000,000 bushels below 
the average. Buckwheat production was 7.100,000 bushels, or 
4,700,000 bushels below the average. The bean crop of 10,200,000 
bags (100 pounds each) is just below the average. Harvested peanut 
production, at 1,019,000,000 pounds, was one-third above the average. 

Cotton production was estimated in October at 11,425,000 bales. 
This was only two-thirds as large as the 1931 crop and 23 per cent 
below the average for the five years 1926-1930. Flaxseed production 
totaled 13,000,000 bushels, 10,000,000 bushels below the 5-year 
(1924-1928) average. This crop was seeded on a greatly reduced 
acreage and suffered from dry weather. 

Com production was 2.885,000,000 bushels, or 10 per cent above 
the 1924-1928 average. Increased acreage accounted for the in¬ 
creased production. The yield per acre vas slightly belo\y the 1919- 
1928 average. Oat production was 1,265,00^^ OOO bushels, as com- 
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pared with the 5-year average of 1,277,000,000 bushels. The barley 
crop, grown as already noted on a greatly increased acreage, was 
313,000,000 bushels, or 43 per cent above the 5-year average. Grain- 
sorghum production, at 116,000,000 bushels, was 18 per cent above 
the average. Hay production, short for the third consecutive year, 
was only 79,900,000 tons, as compared with the 5-year average of 
85,800,000 tons. By-product feeds, such as cottonseed meal, flaxseed 
meal, and wheat offal, were all short this year. Pastures were mate¬ 
rially below the average. 

The tobacco crop, at 1,012,000,000 pounds, was only five-eighths as 
large as in 1931 and 287,000,000 poimds below the 5-year average. 
The greatest reduction was in the flue-cured type. Light air-cured 
tobacco, largely burley, was above the average crop. 

Apple production was one-fourth below the 5-year average and 
peach production one-fifth below it. Grape production was 9 per 
cent below the average and pear production 3 per cent above it. The 
orange and grapefruit crops were above the average, though smaller 
than in 193 L The dry-prune crop was slightly above the 5-year 
average and the fresh-prune crop nearly double the average. 

The potato crop, at 357,000,000 bushels, was 19,000,000 bushels 
less than in 1931 and 4,000,000 bushels less than the 5-year average. 
Sweetpotato production was 74,600,000 bushels, one of the largest 
crops ever produced. 

Livestock, Dairy, Poultry 

Meat supplies from livestock slaughtered under Federal inspection 
during the first eight months of 1932 were about 2 per cent smaller 
than in the corresponding months of 1931. Farm and retail slaughter, 
however, increased. Hence, the total supply was about the same as 
in the previous year. Slaughter of cattle and calves declined about 
5 per cent. Cattlemen wdtnheld cows and heifers from the market 
in large numbers, and the number of cattle on farms increased. 
Federally inspected slaughter of hogs was 7 per cent larger in the 
marketing year ended ^^tember 30, 1932, than in the preceding 
year, but the average weight of the animals w^as less. Slaughter 
supplies of lambs in the marketing year ended April 30 set a record. 
The number of sheep in the United States at the beginning of the year 
was likewise at a record height. Winter losses of ewes were heavy 
in the Western States, however, and the 1932 lamb crop was 8 per 
cent smaller than that of 1931. 

Declining demand compelled livestock producers to move their 
animals at drastic price reductions. In the fibrst eight months of the 
year the average price of slaughter cattle was $5.17 a hundred pounds, 
as compared with $6.53 in the corresponding period of 1931 and a 5- 
year (1927-1931) average of $9.22. Hogs slaughtered under Federal 
mspection in the year ended September 30, 1932, brought an average 
price of only $4.05 a hundred pounds, as compared with an average of 
87.21 in the previous year and a 6-year (1927-1931) average of $9.35. 
The average price paid for sheep and lambs slaughtered under Federal 
inspection in the first eight months of 1932 was $5.87 per hundred 
pounds, as compared with $7.72 in the corresponding period of the 
previous year and a 5-year (1927-1931) average of $11.64. Pay¬ 
ments by slaughterers operating under Federal inspection were about 
35 per cent less in the first eight months of 1932 than in the corre¬ 
sponding period of 1931 and 61 per cent less than similar payments 
in the first eight months of 1929. 
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The 1932 vool clip ^\as about 7 per cent smaller than the record 
Clip ot 1931. TVool production in other important wool-producing 
countries, ho^\ever, remained high, and wool prices in the first half 
ol 1932 fell to low levels. As the year advanced the demand strength¬ 
ened, and v'ooi prices recovered encouragingly'. 

In the eight months ended August 31, 1932, the production of 
butter, cheese, condensed milk, and evapoiated milk in the United 
States was approxiniatcly 1 1 per cent lesb than in the coiTosponding 
period of 1931. This smaU decrease resulted irom light feeding and 
unfavorable pasture conditions m many States. The number of 
milk cow s on faims increased, as it nas done steadily since 1928. The 
increase in 1931 was between 3 and 4 per cent, the largest in 30 years. 
Though milk production, owing mainly to the condition of pastm'es, 
has not kept pace during the last three years with the increase in the 
nmnber of milk cows, it has run ahead of deiiiand. There w'a^ a de¬ 
crease ol approximately 3.7 per cent in the con'^umption of biiUer, 
cheese, condensed milk, and evaporated niillc in the United Stales 
from January 1 to August 31. i932, as con.paied with the consump¬ 
tion in the con’csponding period ol the pievious year Prices dropped 
proportionately far more tlian consumption. Daily-product prices 
at the farm in the first eight months ol 1932 24 per cent lower 

than in the first eight months ol 1931. 

Production of eggs on farms w c.s rbout 3 2 pei cent less in the nr&t 
half of 1932 than m the liist hall oi 193a. It was about 2.6 per cent 
less than the 5-year average for the same months during the ycais 
1926-1930. Commercial-flock production, in ilie aggi‘egate, dia not 
decline proportionately as much. Commercial flocks were smaller 
and less numerous in the far West, but larger and more numerous in 
the North Atlantic States. Keceipts of eggs at four principal markets 
during the fii'st half of the year w'eie 19 6 per cent less than in the 
corresponding period of the previous year and 17.6 per cent below’ the 
5-year average. Egg prices adN anced sliarply dming the summer 
and early fall. Poultiy prices, on the othei hand, did not improve 
materially. Hatchings this year were later than those of 1931 and 
produced a lar^jer supply ol broilers for late summer marketing. 
Yoimg chickens in farm flocks on July 1 w ere 7 per cent more numer¬ 
ous than on the same date last year, and. about e<iual to the average 
for the five years 1926-1930. Commercial hatcheries also produced 
a soinew’hat larger nmuber of cliicks. 

Moie complete details of farm production, prices, and income appeal 
in the part of the Yearbook dtwoted to agiicaltural btatistics. 

Agricultural Exports and Imports 

Exports ol the principal agiicultural pioduots from the United 
States in the fiscal year 1931-32 declined in value 28 per cent from 
those of the preceding year, 50 per cent from those of 1929-30. and 59 
per cent from those of 1928-29. This 3-year decline followed a 7- 
year period of relative stability in exports. In this 7-year period the 
value of the expoits was low er than it was during the war and immedi¬ 
ately after, but higher than it was before the w’ar. The decline during 
1931-32 canied the value of the principal agricultural exports dowm 
to about the level at the beginning of the century. 

Part of the decline reflected the price slump. But the exports 
dropped hea^^ly in volume as w’ell as in value. In voliune the agri- 
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cultural exports in 1930-31 were lower than in any other year since 
1909-10. There was an increase in 1931-32, which made the total 
slightly greater than that of 1929-30. Only about 7.4 per cent of 
our agricultural production was e:3ported in 1930-31, and about the 
same percentage in 1931-32. This ratio, the lowest since the war, 
compares with 12.2 per cent in 1928-29 and 10.2 per cent in 1929-30. 

Exports of all the more important agricultural commodities, except 
cotton and wheat, declined in 1931-32. Exports of leaf tobacco 
dropped 27 per cent in volume from the level of the preceding year. 
Exports of meat and meat products dropped 27 per cent. Exports 
of barreled apples increased, but exports of nearly aU other fruits 
decreased. 

Cotton exports advanced 27 per cent—^from 7,180,000 bales of 500 
pounds (including linters) in 1930-31 to 9,131,000 bales in 1931-32. 
An increased demand in the Orient, the result of a short crop in India, 
accounted principally for the gain. Exports of cottonseed oil in¬ 
creased from 26,353,000 pounds in 1930-31 to 41,038,000 pounds in 
1931-32. Exports of wheat, including flour, increased slightly from 
131,475,000 bushels in 1930-31 to 135,797,000 bushels in 1931-32. 

Imports of principal agricultural products (excluding forest products 
and rubber) decreased in both volume and vdue. The value of these 
imports totaled $1,066,942,000 in 1930-31 and $783,475,000 in 1931-32, 
a decline of 28 per cent. The principal decreases in volume were in 
imports of wool, 31 per cent; oil cake and oil meal, 24 per cent; palm 
oil, 30 per cent; and copra, 21 per cent. Imports of flaxseed increased 
77 per cent. Imports of silk, coconuts, and coflTee declined slightly 
and those of olivp oil increased slightly, 

DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES AND INCOME 

This year, perhaps more than ever before, the need for plain speak¬ 
ing on public expenditures is imperative. Because incomes have 
dmpped and taxes have not, public interest in Government expendi¬ 
tures is at a high pitch. Every public institution, no matter how 
essential its activities or how lofty its objectives, is to-day on trial. 
Though our agricultural institutions have a long and honorable history, 
they are not exempt from current criticism. They, too, cost money. 

Accordingly it becomes a duty and a necessity for every public 
institution to spread before the public not only the customary sta¬ 
tistical statement of its expenditures, but also a simple, intelj^ble 
statement of how it spends its money, and what return the public 
gets on the investment. I propose to do that for the Department of 
Agriculture in the remainder of this annual report. No attempt to 
prop^andize will be made. ^ The effort will be to set forth un- 
vamisned facts. The pages immediately following explain how the 
investment is made; subsequent sections of the report describe spe¬ 
cifically, if incompletely, the return on the investment during the past 
year. 

The expenditures and obligations^ of the Department of Agricul¬ 
ture for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1932, amounted to more than 

1 The figure "expenditures and obligations,” used by the Department of Anriculture tor many years in 
its flnftncial statements, diflers from the annual Treasury statment of cash wimdrawals. ** Expendituz^ 
and obligations” covers all money obligated in the current fiscal year, even though some of the money may 
not be i^d out until after the dose of the year. This figure is sometimes several million dollars above or 
below the Treasury statement of cash withdrawals. It should also be remarked that neither the word 
“expended” nor the word “obligated” is a synonym for the word "appropriated.” These words, and the 
figures they represent, can not be used interchangeably. 
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$300,000,000—specifically, to $306,400,098. This is a vast sum of 
money. How was it spent? Wasit all for agriculture? How much of 
it went for research, for law enforcement, for services of one kind or 
another? Wliy has this total mounted, during the fiscal years 1931 
and 1932, to double the average of the preceding eight years? These 
are fair questions. 

First, take the 1932 total apart (Table 1) and see what it is made of: 

TabIiH 1 .—Expenditures and obligations of the United States Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year 1932 


Item 

Amount 

Percent¬ 
age of 
total 

(1) Bead Gonstniction (including $188,660,236 paid to the States for Federal-aid 
highways) _ __ __ __ ^ _ _ . _ , ^ 

$212,421,775 

10,806,820 

16,040,465 

67,131,029 

69.83 

3.53 

5.23 

21.91 

(2) Fmergenny r^af leans. . . _ _ _ 

(3) Payments to States for support of agricultural experiment stations, extension 
work, and cooperative forestry activities, induding fire preventinn _ _ 

(4) Ordinary activifies _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ 

(а) Of general public Interest, $36,37^082 (11.87 per cent). 

(б) Primarily for agriculture, $30,758,947 (10.04 per cent). 

(fi) Total, Department of Agriculture, all pnrpfwes 

306,400,098 

100.00 



Even a casual study of these figures will disclose certain important 
facts. I call your attention to three: 

(1) Over four-fifths (81 per cent) of the 1932 expenditures of the 
Department of Agriculture went to the general pubuc, rather than to 
agnculture. (Items 1 and 4 (a).) 

(2) Of every dollar expended by the department, only 10 cents was 
spent or could be spent on the ordinary agricultural activities of the 
department. (Item 4 (6).) 

(3) More than two-thirds (67 per cent) of the total was allocated 
to the States ($188,660,236 of item 1 and all of item 3). The de¬ 
partment served merely as the channel through which the money 
passed from Congress to the States, though it shared with the Stat^ 
the responsibility for supervising the expenditures. 

It is also apparent that the size of the department’s expenditiures 
in 1932, as in 1931, is a direct reflection of the efforts of Congress and 
the adnunistration to bolster emplo 3 nnent in a period of extreme eco¬ 
nomic distress. Expenditures of $300,000,000 a year are not normal 
for the Department of Agriculture. The normal total during 8 of the 
past 10 years has ranged between $126,000,000 and $180,000,000, 
inclu ding road funds. 

Two major types of emergency treatment were held necessary 
during the last two fiscal years. One was to put more men to work 
buil ding roads. The other was to loan money direct to fpmers 
suffering from drought, flood, and unprecedented economic distress. 
The Department of A^culture was therefore authorized to spend 
more than $200,000^000 on roads in 1932, as contrasted with ex¬ 
penditures of approximately $90,000,000 annually in the years 1923- 
1930. The department was also ordered to loan to farmers nearly 
$60,000,000 in 1931, and more than $10,000,000 in 1932. Roads and 
loans, therefore, account for most of the increase in the expenditures 
of this department. , 

168050“—33- i 
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Ordinary Activities for “General Advant^e” 


Once payments to the States jtem 3, Table 1) and emergency ex¬ 
penditures for roads and relief loans (items 1 and 2) are s^egated, it 
becomes a simpler matter to examine the ordinary activities and ex¬ 
penditures of the Department of Agricolture. These include the 
research, service, and regtJatoiT activities that have been goii^ on 
for many years. Later on in this report, in the sections de^ibing 
recent results of our research, service, and regulatory activities, the 
reader may find material which will help him to pass judgment on 
the results and continuing value of these activities. 

The or^ary activities of the department required in the fiscal 
year 1932 an expenditure of $67,131,029. That sum is about a fifth 
of the department’s total expenditures and about 1}^ per cent of the 
total 1932 e^endituTM of the entire Federal Government. 

These ordinary activities include, in the first place, the enforce¬ 
ment of some 50 regulatory laws. ^ There is likewise a long list of 
other legislative acts requiting special research and services. More 
than a score of these laws have been enacted within the past 10 or 12 
years. There are the grain futures act, the packers and stockyards 
act, the produce agency act, the cotton statistics act, the perishable 
agricultural commodities act, the air commerce act, etc. To carry 
out the intent of Congress as specified in these laws requires trained 
personnel and equipment, and trained persoimel and equipment re¬ 
quire money. Considering only the score of laws enacted within the 
past dozen years, their ernorcement required more than $17,000,000 
of the department’s 1932 expenditures for ordinary activities. 

Of most importance, however, is the solid fact that through ite 
ordmarv activities the Department of Agriculture serves every citi¬ 
zen in the land, regardless of his occupation. It is only nominally the 
farmers’ branch of the Federal Government. It was recommended 
by Lincoln for “general advantage.’’ It has existed with general ad¬ 
vantage ever since. 

The department deals fundamentally with the food supply—^how 
to produce it. where to produce it, how to protect it, how to keep it 
hedthful, how to pack it, how, where, and when to sell it. The 
department has been charged with a wide and inclusive group of 
services that are not limited to agricultural implications. These range 
from the daily weather reports, food and drug regulation, nutritional 
research, commodity standardization and inspection, to the building 
of highways used by aU the people, and the control and conservation 
of the national forests which are the property of all citizens jointly. 

It requires no mtimate imderstanding of the work of the Weather 
Bureau to recognize that its activities are clearly of general public in¬ 
terest. The daily weather rroorts on page 1 of every newspaper are 
a reminder. ^ The bureau’s flood and storm warnings, its forecasts 
and observations on land, on sea, and in the air, are further evidence. 
Shipping could not do ■\rithout the services of the Weather Bureau, 
nor could aviation. Cities on the coast subject to hurricanes or on 
rivers subject to flood anxiously watch Weather Bureau reports on 
the probable path of a hurricane, or the rise of a river, and prepare 
themselves accordingly. Farmers, contractors, and other business 
men observe frost warnings, forecasts of rain or snow, of heat waves 
or cold waves. The service of the Weather Bureau goes to ah the 
people, day in, day out. 
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That the general public has a stake in the national forests should 
]*equire no proof at this late date. To protect and maintain the 
161,360,691 acres in the national forests is the task of the Forest 
Service of the Department of Agriculture. Our forests constitute a 
natural resource of immeasurable valuej not simply for their timber, 
but perhaps even more for their beneficial influence on soil conserva¬ 
tion, watershed protection, and climate, and for their constantly in¬ 
creasing use for recreation and game conservation. By the same 
token the work of the Biological Survey, in acquiring and maintain¬ 
ing g^e preserves,^ in research designed to help protect beneficial 
wud life and to eradicate or control injurious wild life, likewise serves 
the general public, rather than any one segment of the public. 

1 have said one function of this department is to assure the health¬ 
fulness of the food supply of the Nation. Enforcement of the pure 
food and drug laws at once comes to mind. At a cost of about 1 
cent per capita, the Food and Drug Administration protects the 
public against adulterated products, guarantees that a package will 
contain what the label says it contains, and in so doing serves con¬ 
sumers, processors, and producers. 

Protection of the consumer’s meat supply, through the activities of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry, comes under the same general head. 
Meat inspection, conducted at some 800 establishments in 250 towns 
and cities, insures that the Nation’s meat supply is free from disease 
and that every step of the slaughtering and shippm^ in those estab¬ 
lishments is conducted according to the best principles of sanitation. 
The average cost of this inspection is between 6 and 7 cents per ani¬ 
mal. The campaign to eradicate bovine tuberculosis from cattle is of 
immediate concern to milk consumers, particularly^ children. Begun 
in 1917, this campaign thus far has reduced the esrimated prevalence 
of tuberculosis in cattle from more than 4 per cent to about 1.4 per 
cent. 

Ordinary Agricultural Expenditures Take 10 Per Cent 

These activities—^weather service, forest and game conservation, 
and maintenance of the healthfulness of the food supply—absorb more 
than half the ordinary expenditures of the department. To be exact, 
in the fiscal year 1982 they absorbed $36,372,082.^ Many smaller 
items—certain research projects in human nutrition in the Bureau of 
Chemistry and ^ils ana in the Bureau of Home Economics, entomo¬ 
logical services to householders and city gardeners, and a long list of 
others—might logically be added to this list. They would swell the 
total of expenditures in this classification by another $2,000,000 or 
$3,000,000. But the rdarionship of the department to the welfare of 
the general public should be apparent from what has already been 
said. 

The remaining ordinary expenditures, $30,758,947—amountmg to 
10 per cent of the total expenditures of the department, about 0.5 per 
cent of the total expenditures of the Federal Government—^are in 
purpose primarily agricultural. In effect, they are of as much concern 
to industry, to commerce, and to the general public as to agriculture. 

Thus the fertilizer industry and the national defense share with 
agriculture the benefits of the department’s part in making cheap 
mtrogen from the air. The textile mdustry, retailers, and consumers, 
as well as the cotton farmer, have an interest in new uses devdoped 
for cotton. The paint trade, as well as the farmer, awaits the results 
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of research on the wilt disease of flax. The tanning, furniture, and 
upholsterv industiies, as well as the stockman and the lumberman, 
have an interest in the effort to establish blight-resistant chestnut 
trees. Go down the list of the department’s research and service 
activities—^in plant and animal breeding; veterinary medicine; defense 
against insects, parasites, and diseases; chemical research related to 
farm products; fertilizer studies; the fundamental chemistry,physics, 
and bacteriology of the soil; collection and dissemination of agricul¬ 
tural statistics, and their interpretation—^in all these, and in others too 
numerous to list here, there is a vital element of public interest. 
Agriculture could not, even if it would, restrict the results of these 
research and service activities to the farm. 

The criticism is sometimes made that Government engages in too 
many activities, that it interferes with the rights and privileges of the 
individual. That criticism is frequently justified. I doubt if it 
applies to much of the work of this department. No reasonable per¬ 
son would consider the building of highways, protection of the forests, 
protection of the food supply, the service of the Weather Bureau 
unnecessary or improperly in conflict with individual rights. ^ In gen¬ 
eral, the guiding principle of this department, as elaborated in many 
legislative acts, is to undertake tasks vrhich the individual con not 
do for himself, to do necessary things which would otherwise not be 
done. 

Most of the services of the department are worth more than 
they cost. Congress ordered them and Congress will cancel the 
order if there is reasonable objection and real evidence that a service 
is not worth the tax burden it causes. In these days every public 
institution should be ready not only to spread before the pubuc the 
unvarnished facts of its expenditui'es, but should also be ready to 
accept gracefully whatever economies or cmtailments are necessary. 
This department is ready to do so. The real question is whether any 
particular service, such as road building or meat inspection, is necessary 
in an economic emergency. If there is any item not justified by its 
service value to the Nation as a whole, it should be cut off the program. 
But as the basis for judgment let us use the facts and all the facts. 

The tabular matter that follows presents the facts about the ex¬ 
penditures of the Department of Agricultm'e for the fiscal year 1932, 
classified by types of activity and by organization units, and gives 
details on payments to States and road expenditures. The tabulation 
on page 20 gives the income from department activities, which durii^ 
1932 amounted to $23,512,317, not including the value of coUatersu 
against loans, valued at $12,175,239. This total, $35,687,556, sub¬ 
tracted from the gross expenditures and ob%ation 3 of $306,400,098, 
leaves the net expenditures and obligations oi $270,712,542. 
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Expenditures and Obligations 

Expenses incuiMd under appropriations administered by the De¬ 
partment of .A^culture for activities prosecuted during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1932, including road-construction work and 
emei^ency relief loans, totaled $306,400,098. Of this amoimt 
$300,026,509 was disbursed within the fiscal year, leaving $6,373,589 
in ob%ations created during the year unpaid on June 30, 1932.* 
The total of $306,400,098 expended and obligated for activities con¬ 
ducted during the fiscal year 1932 was distributed by types of activity 
and by oi^anization units as indicated in Tables 2 and 3. 

Table 2 .—ExpendUvres and ohligaMons classified by types of activity 



a 5.8 pef cent of grand total. 

b Pa;^ents to State agrioaltural experiment stations and to Hawaii and Alaska under Hatch, Adams, and 
Pameu Acts. 

• Highway research paid from appropriation for Pederal-aid highway system. 

^ Payments to State agncultural colleges and to Hawaii and Alaska under Smith-Lever, Oapp6^ 
Hetcbam, and supplemental acts. 

• Forest Service items: see statement ** Payments to States and road expenditures/' p. 18. 

/ Highway service activities paid from appropriation for Federal-aid highway system. 

• Includes $10,695,591 for loans to farmers in drought and storm stricken areas and (or agricultuxal credits 
and rehabilitation loans, and $111^38 for collection of loans. 

& $188,660,236 paid to States for Federal-aid roads included under column Boad construction funds.** 

• See statement ** Payments to States and road expenditures." 

i Includes $16,189|^1 for forest roads and trails, $194,036,244 for Federal-aid highways (including 
$188,660,236 p^d to States), and $2,106,150 for Mount Vernon Memorial Highway. (See statement *‘Pay« 
ments to States and road expenditures.") 

A Includes $72,545,965 paid from emergency appropriations ($61^50374 for road constmction and 
$10,695,591 for r^f loans). 

s In addition to the $300,026,509 in payment of obligations for current work, $5,647,364 was disbursed 
daring the year on account of outstanolng obligations mourred in the fiscal years 1931 and 1930, making a 
total of $305,673,873 in checks issued daring 1932. Adding to this amount $13,301,944 in diecks issued 
during the preceding fiscal year but cashed by the Treasurer of the United States in 1932 brings the total 
of checks paid during 1932 to $318,975317, as shown in Budget Statement No. 2 (contained in the general 
Federal Budget, volume dated 1934) and in the statement of classified receipts and expenditures of the 
Government for the period from July 1,1931, to June 30,1932, issued by the Treasury Department on July 
15,1932, 
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Table 3. —Expenditures and obligations classified by organization units 


Organization unit 


General 

activities 


Payments 
to State® 
(^elusive of 
Pederal-aid 
road funds) 


Road con¬ 
struction 


Emergency 
relief loans 


Total 


OflBce of the Secretary.$1,227,044 


Office of Information- 

Library. 

Office of Experiment Stations-., 

Extension Service. 

Weather Bureau. 

Bureau of Animal Industry_ 

Bureau of Dairy Industry. 

Bureau of Plant Industry. 

Forest Service. 

Bureau of Chemistry and Soils-. 
Bureau of Entomology. 


^ 1,404,207 
110,116 
370,283 
3 1,708,734 
4,140,941 
»1:1,272,021 
743,1S9 
6,673,323 
517,114,943 
1,009,749 

_ 2,484,676 

Bureau of Biological Survey.} M, 908,691 

' -209.225 

613,990 
6,826,180 
236,452 

3,383,503 
193,941 
1,704,801 


Bureau of Public Roads. 

Bureau of Agricultural Engineering— 

Bureau of Agricultural Econrmics_ 

Bureau of Home Economics.; 

Plant Quarantine and Contrcl Ad¬ 
ministration.! 

Grain Futures Administration. I 

Food and Drug Administration. 

Farmers* * Seed Loan Office.. 


TotaL- 


$4,357,000 

8,662,406 


3,020,999 $16,189,381 


(8) 196,232,894 


67,131,029 


W10,040,465 


.|fi$10,806,S29 


$1,227,044 

1,404,207 

110,116 

4,727,283 

10,371,200 

4,140,941 

15,272,021 

743,189 

6,573,323 

36,326,323 

1,909,749 

2,484,676 

1,903,691 

196,441,619 

613,990 

6,826,180 


8,383,663 

198,941 

1,704,861 

10,806,829 


18 212,421,775 I 10,806,829 


pi806i400,098 


1 Expenditures listed under Office of the Secretary include the offices of Secretary and Assistant Secretary 
and general supervisory officials such as the Directors of Scientific, Regulatory, and Extension Work, 
and the Director of Personnel and Business Administration; including the following organization units 
which serve the department as a whole: Divisions of Appointments, Organization and Classification, 
Budget and Finance, Accounts and Disbursements, and Purchase, Sales, and Traffic; mails and files, tele¬ 
phone and telegraph, post office, building guarding, cleaning, and maintenance, elevator operation, 
mechanical shops, power plant, motor transport, rent in the District of Columbia, and the cost of the Office 
of the Solicitor, which handles the legal work of the department. 

2 Includes $1)87,000 for the Job printing, publication, and binding requirements of the entire department. 

* Includes $942,817 contributed from department funds toward salaries of extension agents in the field, 
supplementing direct Federal-aid payments to States under the Smith-Lever, Capper-Ketebam, and 
oth^ extension acts. 

* Of this amount, $5,946,605 was expended for tuberculosis eradication, including indemnities paid to 
livestock owners on account of animals destroyed, and $5,561,141 was for meat Inspection. 

2 Includes $1,791,000 for acquisition of forest lands and $640,869 for construction of Forest Products 
Laboratory building. 

«Includes $324,711 for purchase of land. 

7 Includes $192,749 for construction of a buCding at Alameda, Calif. 

8 $188.0)10,236 paid to States for Federal-aid road work, included under column “Road construction.** 

2 Includes $10,695,591 for loaiis to farmers in drought and storm stricken areas and for agricultural credits 

and rehabilitation loans, and $111,238 for collection of loans. 

w See statement “Payments to States and road expenditures,’* which follows. 

“Includes $72,545,9o5 paid from emergency appropriations ($61,860,374 for rood construction and 
$10,695,691 for relief loansj. 


Payments to States and Road Expenditures 

CAnaJysis of “Payments to States'* and •*Road construction” Included under Tables 2 and 3) 
PAYMENTS TO STATES (EXCLUSIVE OF FEDERAL-AID ROAD FUNDS) 


OfiBce of Experiment Stations: 

Payments to State agricultural experiment stations and to 
Hawaii and Alaska for research under Hatch, Adams, and 

Purnell Acts.-.....- $4>357»000 

Extension Service; 

Payments to State agricultural colleges and to Hawaii and 
Alaska for extension work under Smith-Lever, Capper- 
Ketcham, and supplemental acts_ 8^ 662,466 
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Forest Service: 

(а) Payments to States under Ciarke-McNary 

Act-~ 

Cooperative protection of State and 
private timberlands against fire (exclu¬ 
sive of $63,700 for forest taxation and 
timber insurance studies, included 
under ''General activities” in Tables 
2 and 3)...$1,654,676 

Cooperative distribution of forest plant¬ 
ing stock—_ 94, 930 

(б) Payments to States and Territories from 

national-forest receipts for benefit of county 

roads and schools.... 1, 271, 493 

- $3,020,999 

Total payments to States, exclusive of Federal-aid 
road funds_ 16, 040, 465 


BOAD CONSTRUCTION 


(1) Forest roads and trails (Forest Service): 

Federal highway act funds_ $12, 286, 214 

Appropriations for " General expenses ” - . . . 1, 684, 200 

“Cooperative work” fund_ 1, 718, 674 

National-forest receipts fund (“Roads and 
trails for States”)_ 600, 293 


(2) Federal-aid highways (Bureau of Public Roads): 
(a) Under Federal highway act funds— 
Normal program— 

Administrative expenses- $1, 873,118 
Highway research and 

service activities_ 664, 949 

Payments to States_* 127, 367,120 


Special payments to States 
for restoration of fiood- 
damaged roads and 
bridges— 

Alabama_ 

Florida- 

Georgia and South 

Carolina_ 

Missouri, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Ar¬ 
kansas_ 

Vermont, New Hamp¬ 
shire, and Ken¬ 
tucky— 


50, 964 
78, 926 

1, 257, 412 


805, 670 


187, 721 


129, 806,187 


* 2, 380, 683 


$16,189, 381 


(6) Under emergency construction 
act of December 20, 1930— 

Payments (advances) to 

States..» 68, 912,433 

Cooperation with States and 
Interior Department in 
construction of public-land 
highways- 2, 937,941 


132, 185, 870 


61,850, 374 


Total, Federal-aid highways_ 194, 036, 244 

(3) Mount Vernon Memorial Highway (Bureau of Public Roads).. 2,196,160 

Total, road construction_ 212, 421, 776 

s Total paid to States for Federal-aid highways, $188,660,236. 
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Income from Department’s Activities 

Incident to the department's work during the fiscal year 1932, 
receipts lotaJii^ 823,411,476 were paid into the Treasury, and fines 
were imposed and judgments recovered by the courts in connection 
with the enforcement of regulatory laws amounting to $100,841, as 
follows: 

Receipts: 

(1) Deposed to credit of miscellaneous receipts 

^om business on the national forests_$2,294, 247 

Contributions from private cooperators, 
appropriated as a special fund (“Co¬ 
operative work, Forest Service”) for 
road and trail construction, fire pre¬ 
vention and suppression, brush dis¬ 
posal, and investigative work on 
national-forest and privately owned 

lands. 2.125, 245 

From other sources_ 2,146,483 

- $6,565,975 

(2) Fees collected for classifying cotton, deposited to credit of 


• revolving fund for conducting that work__ 48,421 

(3) Seed and other loan collections..... * 16,182,148 

(4/ Reimbursement to various department appropriations for 

expenditures made therefrom_ 614,932 

Total receipts_ 23,411, 476 

Fines: Fines imposed and judgments recovered by the courts in con¬ 
nection with violations of statutes intrusted to department for 
enforcement_ 100, 841 

Total income from activities of Department of Agriculture. 23,612,317 


Savings in 1932 

The foregoing statistics do not reveal the fact that during the fiscal 
year 1932 permanent savings of $4,665,200 were made in conducting 
the ordinary activities of the department and will he covered into the 
general Treasury. In addition, unexpended balances of approximately 
$7,902,000 accrued on special appropriations for loans, roads, etc., will 
also be returned to the Treasury. 

The savings in expenditures for ordinary activities were made pos¬ 
sible by reducing pay roll, travel, and supply expenses, by curtailing 
and ijostponing activities, and by readjusting the program of work 
both in Washington and at the field stations of the department. To 
make such savings required an earnest and conscientious effort by the 
whole staff of the department, an effort that was prom^y forthcoming 
in view of the general financial situation of both thePedwal Govern¬ 
ment and the taxpayer. Economirir^ in this manner, it should be 
made plain, is not a ^iple task, for similar efforts at economizing have 
already been made each year by the department, by the Bureau of the 
Budget, and by the Appropriation Committees of the House and 
Senate. Every item in an appropriation biU is subjected to exacting 
scrutiny by all these agencies before the funds are made available. 


«In jdditiun, there was depcsited and held by the department at the close of the fiscal year collateral 
against loans, valued at $13,17^,239. 
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Appropriations and Savings, 1933 

The 1932 savings in almost every case were continued over into 1933 
in the form of reduced approi)riations, and constituted about one-half 
of the $10,000,000 reduction in the 1933 appropriations for the ordi¬ 
nary activities of the department. Under the economy act the 
amount which the department can spend for paper and for printing 
and binding has been reduced by approximately 40 per cent, or to 
$340,000 less than in 1932. Because of the economy act and the 
reduced appropriations, the pay-roll expenditures of the department 
for 1933 will be reduced, it is estimated, by more than $5^000,000. 
In addition, vacancies are being left unfflled wherever possible, and 
166 superannuated employees were retired from the service in the 
first two months of the current fiscal year, maJring possible furthei 
savings of more than $1,000,000. The money saved hy the compul¬ 
sory furlough and throi^h vacancies left unfilled is impounded and 
returned to the Treasury. 

The regular appropriation act for the fiscal year 1933, together 
vdth so-called permanent appropriations, made $185,883,236 avail¬ 
able for the work of this department for the year ending June 30,1933. 
This is a decrease of 38.3 per cent below the appropriations charged 
to 1932. After the enactment of the regular agricultural appropria¬ 
tion bill, however. Congress passed the emeigency relief and con¬ 
struction act, by which an admtional $132,000,000 was made avail¬ 
able through the Department of Agriculture for road construction, 
including $120,000,000 for advances to the States for this purpose. 
This money was provided for the relief of unemployment. Including 
these emeigency funds, the total available for the fiscal year 1933 for 
the Department of A^culture is $317,883,236. 

Though this emergency l^slation has greatly increased the fwds 
for road construction, the funds for aU other Department of Agricul¬ 
ture activities during 1933 have been materially reduced. Compaiy 
ing 1933 appropriations with those for 1932, we find that relief loans 
are no longer a factor in 1933, that payments to States (exclusive of 
road funds) are nearly a half million dollars less than in 1932, and that 
appropriations for the ordinary activities of the department are 
smaller than the 1932 total by $10,122,694, a decrease of 14.4 per cent. 

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH 

The basic task of this department is scientific researc^. All its 
other duties, such as extension and information work, eradication and 
control of plant and animal diseases and pests, weather and crop 
reportii^, forest and vrild-life administration, regulatory-law admin¬ 
istration, and even road construction, rest upon research. Without 
research the department could not carry out the public functions 
delegated to it by Congress. The department’s research projects are 
correlated vrith those of the State e^eriment stations and other 
research agencies. This prevents duplication. 

This annual report can, as usual, show only a small part of the more 
important scientific achievements of the past fiscal year. These 
selected examples show how the results^ of research aid American 
agriculture to (1) reduce costs of production, (2) vriden markets and 
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reduce wastes in distribution, (3) discover new uses for farm products 
and by-products, (4) adjust production to demand, and (5) improve 
the quality of farm products. The imderlying purpose of all these is 
to raise family living standards. 

The department does not conduct research merely to gain knowl¬ 
edge that may or may not be useful. It employs research to guide 
action in tasks imposed upon it by Congress in response to keenly felt 
agricultural and nationm needs. Eesearch is a dividend-paying 
investment. This is realized by manufacturers, as is shown by the 
first results of a survey recently started by the National Eesearch 
Council, covering 1,600 industrial-research laboratories. In July 
the coimcil had received 350 replies to a questionnaire. Though 71 
per cent of the reporting companies did less business in 1931 fian in 
1929, 50 per cent of them spent more on research. Seventy-four per 
cent spent a larger proportion of their sales income on research in 
1931 than they did in 1929. Only 6^ per cent spent a smaller per¬ 
centage. Research has become an industrial necessity. 

Science Increasingly Important To-day 

It is frequently said that agricultural research is not required at 
present bwause it tends to stimulate agricultural production. In the 
face of existing surpluses, the coimtry needs not more but less agricul¬ 
tural production; therefore, it is argued, it needs not more but less 
agricultural research. This faulty logic has attracted wide attention. 

Famers certainly should reduce production when markets are over¬ 
supplied. It does not follow that ic makes no difference how they 
reduce production. On the contrary, the method is all important. 
It does not help to reduce supplies through means that increase the 
costs of production. Profits in agriculture, as in other industries, 
depend on the margin between pnees and production costs. \^en 
the volmne of production is reduced by using inefficient production 
methods, costs may rise more than prices. This happens if agriculture 
neglects science. Without scientific practices the farmer calls upon 
the destructiveness of diseases and pests to regulate the output. 
Pests may remove the surplus, but they will not do so to the farmer's 
profit. 

The right remedy is far different. When it is necessary to reduce 
production, the reduction must be made by means wMch do not 
increase net costs. There is no profit in sacrificing efficiency. Agri¬ 
culture should economize in land and labor, not in the use of improved 
practices. This calls for organization and for collective as well as 
individual action. Collectively, through their own organizations, 
farmers must control the total volume of production. Individually, 
they must increase efficiency to the greatest possible extent. Scientific 
methods have to do with the cost of production, and do not deteimine 
the volume of production. Scientific methods lead to greater produc¬ 
tion per acre, at lower cost, and do not necessarily result in more 
acres and greater volume. Science can not regulate the size of the 
plant; it can and does help reduce the operating cost of the plant. 
In farming as in other industries science is more necessary when 
prices M than when prices rise, because the cost of production becomes 
increasingly important. 



THE PAST YEAR IN AGRICULTURE 


23 


Does Not Guarantee Profits 

Agricultural research is not in itself a guaranty of farm profits. 
The reason is obvious. Research is only one of the factors that 
detenmne the profitableness of agriculture or, in times of stress, 
make it less unprofitable than it otherwise would be. Total supply 
is a big factor. Profits depend also on obscure influences on demand. 
Among these are unforeseen events in world bu^ess, credit, and 
politick ^airs. While science is only one element in farm prospfflity, 
it is an mdispensable element. The eventual improvemeni in the 
market situation and in rise in prices will not in themselves suffice 
to restore prosperity to agrictilture. Farmers must hold fast to 
science as a means of keeping down their costs of producing com¬ 
modities which markets wiU accept, if they expect to share in the 
economic recovery when it comes. This is particularly true of farmers 
who produce for export. Such farmers can not anord to decrease 
their efficiency in the expectation that Armors of oth^ nations will 
follow suit. World competition can not be overcome in that way. 
It is better to rely on good farm management, cooperative effort, 
and planned curtailment of the cultivated area where costs are too 
high. 

Hdps Balance Supply and Demand 

Scientific research for the benefit of a^culture frequently assists 
in the adjustment of supply to demand. It does this in several ways. 
One is by its effect on the quality of products. High-quality goods 
generally command a better and more stable market than do iruerior 
goods. 

Science helps to balance supply with demand when it finds new 
uses for crops or uses for previoudy unutilized products or by-products. 
Creation of new products creates new wants, and therefore new 
markets. It is not easy to increase the total demand for foodstuffs, 
because the capacity oi the stomach is limited, but agriculture does 
not produce foodstuffs alone. For many of its other products the 
consumptive demand is elastic, particularly when these products are 
so processed as to increase their utility. Research thus stimulates 
consumption. 

Not only does science create markets for much that formerly was 
wasted, but it shows how established markets may be served more 
profitably. Some years ago this department found that apple scald, 
a storage disease, may be prevented by packing apples with oiled 
paper. Before tms discovery apples often had to be rushed to market 
regardless of prices, and gluts of deterioratii^ fruits were common. 
The use of oiled paper placed the apple in the class of staple com¬ 
modities. It immensely widened the mstiibuting area, and increased 
the returns to the producer. 

Increases Dependability of Production 

Moreover, science facilitates control of production by increasing 
the dependability of farm operations. Only dependable production 
can be controlled. When farming is a sheer gamble^ with nature 
deciding the lesult, production control is utterly impracticable. 
Yields one year may be destroyed by insects and nests or by adverse 
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weather conditions, while the next year the sdelds may be hi^h, 
perhaps on an increased acreage. Such fluctuations in production 
cause corresponding fluctuations in prices, which in turn lead alter¬ 
nately to overplanung and underplanting. The farmer can do little 
to obviate the resultmg ^uts and shortages unless he understand 
the biological phases of production, and develops means to resist 
plant pests and di^ases and unfavorable weather conditions. Each 
step in that direction is a step also toward production control. 

Increases Living Standards 

Another important means whereby science increases the demand 
for goods is by preserving human liie and making it richer. It has 
fostered the growth of populations and has raised standards of 
living. In the last 200 years the world’s population has increased 
nearly three times as much as it did during many previous centuries. 
It has almost trebled smce ISOO. In most civilized countries the 
gain has been accompanied by an extraordinary increase in averse 
well-being. One evidence of this is the increase in the per capita 
consumption of the more expensive foods. In western and central 
Europe, as well as in North America, the per capita consumption of 
meat, milk, fruit, and fresh v^etables has grown as much as 50 per 
cent. This growth in ^pulation and in well-being is directly at¬ 
tributable to science. Populations sometimes increase more or less 
independently of scientMc progress; in that case living standards fall. 

Investigations by this_ department that help to reduce production 
costs, eliminate waste, improve the quality of farm products, and 
facilitate the distribution of agriculture products, contribute directly 
to raising and maintaining standards of uving. Studies of foods and 
nutrition produce residts that are in wide use and demand to-day. 
They help to maintain the health of our population at minimum cost 
through wise use of the supplies most readily available m different 
localities. 

Other contributions from investigations by the department bulk 
laige as aids to human health and longevity. Eesearch in the 
Bureau of Animal Industry from 1888 to 1893 showed that a micro- 
oiganism foimd in the blood of cattle causes splenetic fever, and 
that the disease is transmitted by the cattle tick. This was the first 
demonstration that a microbial msease can be transmitted by insects. 
It led to the knowledge that yellow fever, malaria, African sleepy 
sickness. Rocky Mountain fever, and other maladies are carried 
through intermediate hoste. That knowledge has saved hundreds of 
thousands of lives. Again, experiments in the department, which 
showed that the injection of sterilized cultures or dead bacteria 
confers immunity to virulent materials, became the basis of vaccme 
&erapy. One resulting triumph was the development of successful 
inoculation against typhoid fever. Studies of bovine tuberculosis 
demonstrated that the bovine bacillus may infect human being^ and 
started nation-wide warfare against tuberculosis in cattle. Other 
studies developed means of eliminating poisons &om canned goods. 
The department’s meat-inspection work is based on means, devdoped 
through science, of detecting the presence of harmful elements in 
meat products. "Without scientific means of ascertaining the purity 
of food and drugs, it would be impossible for the department to 
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administer the food and drugs act effectirely. The public health 
would suffer- So would the farmer who produces the food. 

Only this year department scientists discovered that endemic 
typhus fever, a debUitatii^ disease of man which has been found in 
increasing abundance in the eastern and southern part of the coimtry, 
is transmitted by a mite attacking the tropical rat. This discovery 
has a far-reaching importance in indicating the way for the ultimate 
control of the disease. 

Another recent discovery is that a small gnat, whose habits have 
not hitherto been studied, is the cause of pmk eye or conjunctivitis, 
which has become a serious scom^e in many parts of the Umted States, 
especially among school children. Intensive studies of tins problem 
dur^ the last two years have revealed much of the life history and 
habits of this pest. The department has developed a flytrap which 
mves promise of making living conditions much more bearable in 
focalities where these gnats are abundant. 

The sand fly, a notorious pest of man and livestock, especially along 
the Atlantic coast, has recently been under intensive mvestagation. 
Sand flies are so small they pass through ordinary window screenii^. 
Spraying the marsh lands where they breed with a waste material 
from creosoting plants is an economical and effective method of de¬ 
struction devised by the Department of Agriculture. 

Saving an Entire Industry 

Eesearch in the department has on several occasions saved an entire 
branch of agiicultrure. A_ striking recent example is the restoration 
of the sugarcane industiy in Louisiana, which not many years ago was 
threatened with extinction by mosaic disease. It had been demon¬ 
strated many years previous]^ that resistance to disease and also to 
climatic conditions is a genetic character that may be bred into or out 
of plants. Mosaic disease was discovered in 1919 ia a small part of 
the sugarcane area in eastern Louisiana. It spread rapidly through 
that State and into other sugarcanogrowing States. Great areas of 
cane lands passed out of cultivation, sugar mills remained idle, and 
the sugarcane industry faced collapse. Mosaic disease can not yet be 
cured because its exact nature is unknown. Therefore the depart¬ 
ment undertook to develop resistant varieties of sugarcane. It im¬ 
ported strains known to be tolerant of the mosaic disease. These 
varieties, propagated from cuttings, were planted in 1928 on 135,000 
acres in Louisiana. _ In 1929 the acreage planted to sugarcane com¬ 
pared favorably with the acreage grown before the appearance of 
mosaic disease. 

RESEARCH THAT REDUCES PRODUCTION COSTS 

Research results can not always be classified precisely by their 
spedfic uses. Often a discovery does several things at once. It may 
reduce the farmer’s costs of production and at the same time improve 
the quality of his product and widen his market. On top of all this 
it may lessen farm wast^. Sprays to control plant pests fill this 
varied bfll. However, it is possible to classify research resiilts roughly 
according to thdr most outstanding us^. 1 shall so classify some of 
the department’s accomplishments during the past fiscal year in order 
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to indicate their more important applications. The first group is con¬ 
cerned particularly with reducing production costs. 

Sugar Beets—Sugarcane 

The department has succeeded in developing a curly top resistant 
variety of sugar beets. This variety, which will be released for gen¬ 
eral use under the name U. S. No. 1, promises to be extremely valuable 
where the curly top situation is bad in the Western States, Under 
curly top conditions in 1931, the new variety produced on the average 
4}i tons more beets per acre than did the commercial strains used 
locally. In quality it fully met commercial standards, while ordinary 
commercial su^r beets planted under the same conditions proved 
unprofitable. The new resistant variety produced on the average 
about 1,600 pounds more sugar per acre than the ordinary variety. 
It showed marked superiority in tests on 33 representative farms 
scattered through the curly top districts of California, Idaho, Utah, 
and Colorado. By the 1934 planting season a considerable supply of 
the seed of this variety will be availf^le for distribution to sugar-beet 
growers. The department multiplies the seed rapidly by a recently 
developed method of overwintering in the field. Other experiments 
produced sugar-beet varieties highly resistant to leaf spot. 

Sugarcane investigations indicated means of decreasing the de¬ 
terioration of mill cane, of decreasing losses in the recovery of sugar, 
and of extending the length of the season during which cane may be 
milled in Louisiana. Study of the adaptation of the variety C. P. 807 
confirmed its suitability for culture on heavy clay soils, which had 
been considered of doubtful value for sugarcane culture. The variety 
C. P. 807 is valuable for sirup production and is suitable for culture 
in place of P, O. J. 213, which is increasingly susceptible to red rot. 
It was distributed widely in Geo:igia and Alabama. 

Rice—Wheat—Oats 

In cooperative experiments at the California experiment station, 
early-maturing hybrid selections of rice produced better yields than 
the principal early-maturing varietieb^ Colusa and Onsen, now grown 
commercially. 'The California rice mdustry uigently needs early- 
maturing, high-yielding varieties. It also needs early-maturing and 
midseason, medium-grain rices. Investigators have isolated hybrid 
selections that pron^e to meet these requirements. 

Wheat-breeJmg investigations produced practical results. De¬ 
partment scientists, cooperating with those of the North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Minnesota, and Montana experiment stations, foimd 
the variety Ceres to be adapted to cultivation throughout a wide area. 
Fanners grew it this season on about 4,000,000 acres. On the other 
hand, the recently developed variety Marquiilo seemed superior to 
other varieties in certain areas of ]Minnesota where rust and lodging 
occur. The Canadian variety, Reward, promised well in the dry 
vrestem sections. Under favorable conditions, as under irrigation, 
the variety Reliance produced the highest yields, but it has a hmited 
adaptation because it is susceptible to rust. In the hard rod winter 
wheat region, the variety Tenmarq, which was developed in coopera¬ 
tive experiments with the Kansas experiment station, showed unusual 
quality but less winter hardiness than Turkey and Kanred. Ten- 
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marq is probably limited in adaptation to the area where Blackhnll 
has been most widely grown. Wheat-breeding experiments in the 
Pacific Northwest emphasise bunt resistance because bunt is serious 
there. The varieties Bidit and Albit, recently^ developed at the 
Washington station, now occupy large areas in that State. In 
Oregon cooperative experiments produced Oro, another variety highly 
resistant to bunt; it has been distributed for commerdal production. 

The Brunker oats, a recently developed variety, demonstrated 
merit in Colorado and along the northern limits of red-oat production. 
It resists the t^es of oat smut that attack the commercaal varieties 
Fulghum and Kanota. It is adapted to sections of the spring-sown 
red-oat area where farmers need a variety earlier than I\^hum or 
Kanota. The department has also introduced two promising new 
varieties. Bond and Kareela, from Australia. Bond is higmy re¬ 
sistant to crown rust, the most seriously limiting factor in oat produc¬ 
tion in the Southern and Southeastern States. 

Vegetables—Sweet Com 

A practicable method of controlling celery mosaic in Florida was 
developed. It requires the eradication of certain wild hosts of the 
celery mosaic, particularly a form of wandering-jew. Where control 
measures were practiced, the damage from celery mosaic was less 
this year than it was last year. In uncontrolled areas it was greater. 

The department developed a new early wilt-resistant tomato named 
Pritchard that appears to rank with Maiglobe in excellence and 
probable future inmor^ce. It is laige, globular, and scarlet. It is 
nearly as early as Earliana and bears most of its crop in a short time. 
Commercial growers obtained seed in sufficient quantities to provide 
for production of a commercial seed crop this year. 

Seed of the Jersey Queen, a newly introduced variety of cabbage 
resistant to yellows, has been selected from the Early Jersey Wakefield 
variety. The Jersey Queen has proved highly resistant to yellows 
under conditions that cause the ordinary Early Jersey Wakefield 
variety to develop 50 per cent infection. 

In recent years in the United States the annual injury to beans from 
seed-borne diseases has run as high as $4,000,000. In 1931 the depart¬ 
ment demonstrated that the use in the Eastern States of seed from 
the Western States will greatly reduce seed-bome diseases. This 
simple expedient promises to save growers in Maryland alone more 
than $1,500,000 this year. 

Strains of sweet com resistant to bacterid wilt, a disease that caused 
severe damage in 1931, were produced in cooperative experiments 
with the Indiana State Experiment Station. Inbred lines of Gkdden 
Bantam produced satisfactory yields under severe epidemic conditions. 
In fields of commercial Golden Bantam, the percentage of plants 
destroyed by the wilt ranged from 10.2 to 84.6. The resistant hybrids 
showed losses of only 1 to 1.1 per cent. Two of the disease-resistant 
Golden Bantam inbred lines are named Purdue 51 and Purdue 
Bantam. Their hybrid is called Golden Cross Bantam. Purdue Ban¬ 
tam is uniform, high in quality, highly resistant to bacterial wilt, and 
higher yielding than most commercial strains of Golden Bantam. 
Gulden Cross Bantam, the hybrid, exceeds Purdue Bantam both in 
vigor and yield. 
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Flax—^Hops—^Tobacco 

Two pedigreed varieties of fiber flax, developed by years of selec¬ 
tion, proved superior when tried out in field tests in eastern Mich^an 
in comparison with other fiber flax grown for seed and upholstermg 
tow. These varieties are called Pinnacle and F. I. No. 3. The variety 
Pinnacle produced 50 per cent of good soft tow, as compared with the 
usual yield of 35 to 40 per cent: the superintendent of an upholstering 
mill reported it as the best flax for the purpose that he had ever 
worked. The variety P. I. No. 3 produced 27 bushels of seed on a 
little less than 2 acres, and its tall straw gave an excellent yield of 
upholstering tow. 

A sudden and severe outbreak of downy mildew on hops in Oregon 
and Washir^ton required the aid of department scientists. Bordeaux 
mixture proved an effective control agent. Investigators also devel¬ 
oped a simplified spreader formula. They obtained good resets from 
crown treatments to prevent early mildew attacks on emerging vines 
and brought out new and important facts in the behavior of me dis¬ 
ease imder Pacific coast conditions. They discovered that mildew is 
brought into new plantings through infected cuttmgs. Mildew occurs 
in all the Pacific coast hop-growing sections except those of California 
and the Yakima district of Washington. Experiments have been 
started to develop hop strains resistant to this disease. 

Strains of tobacco resistant to black root rot were developed by the 
department in cooperation with State agencies. This disease is im¬ 
portant in some of the districts that raise fiue-cured tobacco. Co¬ 
operative investigations in North Carolina produced resistant selec¬ 
tions of three popular varieties—Cash, Jamaica, and Parris Wrapper. 
Black root rot occurs also throughout the Comiecticut Valley where 
the yield and quality of Havana seed tobacco have decreased. In¬ 
vestigations in cooperation with tiie Massachusetts and Connecticut 
experiment stations developed Havana strains which, when planted 
on infested soils in 1931, in companson with the regular Havana, gave 
yield increases that in some cases exceeded 100 per cent. Several of 
the new strains combine resistance to black root rot with high leaf 
quality. 

Alfalfa—Milo—Crotalaria 

A comprehensive breeding program to develop winter-hardy, wilt- 
resistantj and more productive varieties of alfalfa was conducted in 
cooperation with State experiment stations. These studies recently 
cast new light on the cause of declining alfalfa yields in the uplands 
of eastern Nebraska and in parts of Kansas and adjoining States. 
In these areas many ^alfa fidds after be i^ cropped for five or more 
productive years decline in productivitv. When plowed and reseeded, 
the fields do not return profitable yields. On deep fertile soils, alfalfa 
roots penetrate 30 to 40 feet and exhaust &e subsoil and moisture. 
Thereafter the crop depends on the aimual rainfall. Old fields do 
not produce well when reseeded because the soil more than 5 feet 
below the surface is too dry for normal root development. By 
seeding alfalfa on land never before in tibat crop, farmers can get 
good yields for several years, but they can not get profitable returns 
mdefinitely unless the subsoil moisture is renewed. Experiments are 
now under way to determine the effect of different cropping systems 
on the storage of subsoil moisture. 
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Bacterial wilt continues to cause a decline in the alfalfa acreage in 
Kansas and Nebraska. It is spreading into other alfalfa sections west 
of the Mississippi. Studies in cooperation with the Kansas A^cul- 
tural E^eriment Station developed two highly resistant varieties, 
both of Turkestan origin. ^ With these varieties, the Hardistan and 
the Kaw, stands can be maintained for several years despite the wilt. 
Other recent studies showed that leaf-hopper damage, which is often 
very serious in the Eastern States, does not result from a plant disease. 
The effects of leaf-hopper attacks seem to be wholly physiological. 
The symptoms can be duplicated by mechanical means. This dis¬ 
covery may indicate improved methods of reducing leaf-hopper 
damage to alfalfa. 

Wheatland milo, a grain sorghum developed by the department in 
cooperation with the Kansas station, proved highly satisfactory in 
yield, in resistance to lodging, and in suitability for harvesting ^th 
the combine. Kansas farmers grew this new variety on about 2,000 
acres in 1931. It also behaved satisfactorily on 1,000 acres in Okla¬ 
homa. Another special combine type of grain sorghum developed by 
the department, a variety called Beaver milo, became popmar in 
Oklahoma, Kansas, and Texas. 

Several species of Crotalaria, a legume introduced by the depart¬ 
ment into the United States in 1909, may become useful as a forage 
crop on light sands. Any plant that will make good forage on such 
soils has a future. Recent cooperative experiments indicated that 
Crotalaria has a feed value about equal to that of soybeans or alfalfa. 
Livestock eat sis species of Crotalaria, both green and as hay, and a 
seventh as hay but not green. As a soil improver on the sandy lands 
of the South, particularly in ttmg tree and citrus groves, Crotalaria 
is becoming very popular. 

Cutting Dairy Costs 

How dairymen may get better returns from cheap home-grown 
feeds is shown in the results of recent feeding experiments with 
roughages. Da^ cows will produce milk and butterfat profitably 
when fed exclusively on alfalfa hay or on a combination of alfalfa and 
silage, either with or without pastureOTass. It is only necessary that 
the roughages be of good quality. Tests showed that the best grass 
hays come from plants cut at a somewhat immature stage and cured 
with the retention of the natmal green color and without the loss of 
leaves. Artificially dried hay proved superior to field-cured hay in 
color and in certain substances essential to the perfect nutrition of 
dairy cattle. In humid regions, ar^cial drying is the only certain 
way of making hay of the best quality. 

Experiments to improve hay-diying methods are going forw^ard. 
The degartment demonstrated also that there is a marked difference 
in the vitamin content of havs. Cows fed for long periods on inferior 
roughage decline in general health, reproductive ability, and milk 
production. Important differences in vitamin content exist not 
only between different kinds of hay, but between different grades of 
the same kind. This knowledge bears significantly on dairy-produc¬ 
tion costs, particularly in periods of depression when feed costs are 
high in relation to the prices of dairy products. In many regions 
pasture grass is the dairyman’s mamstay. Yet no farm crop is more 
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neglected. Rotation grazing and fertilizing, the department found, 
improve pastures enough to make these operations profitable. Feed¬ 
ing experiments by the department developed a method of feeding 
dairy cattle more nearly in accordance with their nutrition require¬ 
ments than was possible by following former rules. They demon¬ 
strated also that cottonseed meal is a safe and cheap feed for dairy 
cows, and that prejudice against it is imwarranted. 

Investigators found that dairy-bam temperatures affect milk yields: 
temperatures maintained between 45® and 60® F. gave the best results 
under northern winter conditions. The investigations also demon- 
stmted that many dairymen could milk their cows three times a day 
with increased profit, particularly if they use milldng machines. 

Eroding experiments with the department’s dairy herds furnished 
additional proof that it pays to use sires of proved ability for trans¬ 
mitting uniformly high levels of milk and butterfat production. This 
is the most certain way to breed better dairy cattle. The ratio of 
unprofitable dairy cattle to profitable animals in the American dairy 
maustry at the pr^ent time is 2 to 1. Records of the dairy-herd 
improvement associations show that, even amoi^ the relatively 

S erior cattle owned by the members of these associations, one-third 
Bd to produce enough milk and butter fat to pay for their feed. 
On this basK, the expense of raising 6,000,000 heifers a year for 
replacement includes a total loss of the money spent to raise 2,000,000 
of them,^ because their beef value is offset by the deficit in their earn¬ 
ings wmle producing milk. Breeding emeriments ^ow that the 
development of herds purely for ]^h production is practicable. So 
that the principles of cattle breeding may become better known, the 
department has developed a method by which extension workers and 
county agents may graphically portray the laws of heredity, and may 
explain the merits of the proved-sire program. 

To assist in the selection of cattle for dairy purposes, the depart¬ 
ment devised a system of judging which gives as much consideration 
to the production record^ as to the conformation of the dairy cow. 
Dairy-cattle judging, as it is generally practiced, does not consider 
the cows demonstrated capacity for production The new system 
should influence show-ring practices and educational work with dairy 
cattle 

Reducing Disease and Parasite Hazards 

Animal parasite studies conducted with the Oklahoma station dis¬ 
closed for the first time that three species of ticks can transmit ana- 
plasmotis, an infectious febrile disease of cattle, from infected to 
susceptible animals. 

Investigation revealed that a species of roundworm probably caus^ 
certain lesions in the livers of swjne.^ Such lesions result in the con¬ 
demnation of the livers at Federally inspected daughtering establish¬ 
ments. The discovery emphasized the importance of the depart¬ 
ment’s earlier demonstration that roundworm infestation in pigs can 
be largely prevented by a system of swine sanitation. This system 
was first demonstrated in the Com Belt and is now being adopted 
by farmers elsewhere. Farmers in Tennessee tested it last year. 
One farmer raised 37 pigs on clean pasture. TS^en 3 months old, 
the a nimals averaged 80 pounds. He allowed 12 other pigs the run 
of a dirty hog lot. These animals, when 3 months old, averaged less 
than 30 pounds and were unthrifty and unhealthy. Another farmer 
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raised a litter of fall pigs on bluegrass pasture, with corn, tankage, 
and ground alfalfa added to theur ration. These pigs at 4 monflis 
old averaged 170 pounds in weight. The total cost of their feed 
was less than 1% cents per pound, live weight. 

Improved means of dealing with certain destructive parasites were 
developed by the department's poultry investigators Facts dis¬ 
covered about the life cycle of six species of tapeworms became the 
basis of preventive measures. The work revealed 26 intermediate 
hosts that help to complete the We cycle of the tapeworms. The 
investigators ^so completed the life histories of six species of nema¬ 
todes and discovered seven mtermediate hosts of nematodes. Practi¬ 
cal application of ^ the discoveries followed immediately. With 
probable sources of infestation revealed, poultry producers can act to 
destroy the intermediate hosts or to keep fowls from feeding on them. 

Another poultry project showed that the substitution of 10 to 20 
per cent of rice bran for other feeds in the diet of growing chicks reared 
in confinement helps to prevent a disease known as perosis. 

Asparagin 

Asparagin, a rare and expensive amino acid formerly obtainable 
only from Europe, can now be produced in this country as a result of 
biological investigations in this department. Asparagin is valuable 
in investigations of bovine tuberculosis the organisms of which make 
exceedingly good growth on culture media containing asparagin. Its 
use permits the elimination of variable factors present in other culture 
media. Asparagin may perhaps take the place of beef broth and 
peptone as a source of nitrogen in the manufacture of tubercidin. 
This change would simplify the manufacture of tuberculin. The 
saving and the increased efficiency would be important because each 
year the department alone makes 15,000,000 doses of tuberculin for 
testing cattle. Other agencies make large quantities. Asparagin is 
a natural constituent of certain pl^ts, particularly the lupines and 
the vetches. In the department's investigations, the plant known as 
Lupinus alhus gave the best yields. 

American Fertilizer Production 

Not many years ago Chilean nitrate producers dictated nitrogen 
prices for the world. German and French producers similarly dictated 
potash prices. American farmers had therefore to pay high prices 
for two essential fertilizing materials. For the third principal in¬ 
gredient in fertilizers, namely, phosphate, the United States depends 
on its own mines. Discoveries by this department have helped to 
place the United States well on the road to mdependence in fertilizer 
materials. So far as nitrogen is concerned the monopoly is over: 
research in the department fostered the production in Ihe United 
States of cheap nitrogen from the air by a synthetic ammonia process. 
Though this country continues to import most of its potash, it has a 
substantial and growing potash industry, and American production 
promises shortly to be the controlling factor in domestic prices. 

Work on the treatment of superphosphate with ammonia and the 
availability to plants of the water-iasoluble phosphate thus formed 
has resulted in a change in the official laboratonr method for the 
determination of available phosphoric acid. The change makes 
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possible a 100 per cent increase in the direct use of ammonia. T]^ 
posable increase would normally amount to 80,000 tons of ammonia, 
valued at about $8,000,000. The new methoa was adopted in No¬ 
vember, 1931, by the Association of Official Agricultural Chemists. _ 

The basic facts necessary for the economical conversion of ammonia 
into urea have been determined and made available to the industry 
for use in establisbing mea manufacture in the United States. Amer¬ 
ican producers are thus put in position to compete fairly with foreign 
producers. 

A study of the composition of aU the commercial typra of domestic 
phosphate rock was recently completed. Special attention was given 
to the occurrence of such elements as manganese, chromium, vana¬ 
dium, ioffine, copper, zinc, and arsenic, which may affect the growth of 
plants. These investigations have shown the influence of fluorine on 
phospWe availability in fertilizer and suggest new methods of 
fertilizer manufacture. 

Fundamental stuffies of conditions affecting potash volatilization 
from Wyoming leudte (Wyomingite) have defmtely demonstrated 
that complete recovery can be accomplished with me aid of some 
promoter^ preferably calcium chloride, at fusion temperatures easily 
attained m the blast furance. Blast-fumace smelting of Wyomingite 
has been done on the small phot-plant scale with the commercially 
complete volatilization of the potash, indicating a practicable process 
to be applied to the manufacture of agricultural potash from the 
great leudte deposits of Wyoming. 

Investigations of Utah alumite, an important potash ore, have 
advanced the technology of its utilization in the manufacture of 
potassimn sulphate^ an unportaiit fertilizer salt, essmtial for certain 
crops, and of alumma, an essential by-product obtainable from that 
ore. In these investi^tions the recovery of the valuable sulphate 
constituent of Utah sdumite and the piu^cation of the by-product 
alumma, have been effected. 

A new process has been devdoped and successfully tested whereby, 
with the use of ammonia and carbon diodde, potash and ammonium 
sulphate can be easily manufactured from polyhalite, the potash 
mineral recently found in large subterranean deposits in western Texas. 
If the results of the potash work of this department w'ere applied to 
the 1930 bill of $22,000,000 for fertilizer potash, this would represent 
a saving of $13,574,000. 

Applying Fertilizers 

Cooperative field studies of pecan soils showed that to produce 
pecans successfully the orchards must be tilled and fertilized. Tillage 
and fertilizers influence pecan-tree growth, nut yield, and size and 
quality of the nut. 

Cotton root rot investigations in cooperation with the Texas station 
revealed that the rationaluse of fertilizers and the practice of modified 
tillage, in conjunction with crop rotation, soil conservation, and other 
fertmty maintaining or restonng measures, will control cotton root 
rot in the black-land area of Texas. 

As a result of soil-fertility and fertilizer investigations with sweet- 
potato soils in the Southeast, growers are profiting by using a highe r 
potadi fertilizer and by applying fertilizer broadcast over the row 
after the plants have been set. 
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Cooperative investigations of strawberry soils on the Atlantic 
coastal plain revealed that quickly available fertilizer materials applied 
in late summer result in healthier and more thrifty plants in early 
spring, and these plants produce larger yields of good-quality berries 
than plants to which fertilizers are applied in winter or early spring in 
severe applications. This change in practice has netted berry growers 
considerable profit. 

Manganese sulphate is effective in improving the vigor of citrus 
trees, character of foliage, color, and quality of fruit, investigations in 
Florida showed. Large areas of truck lands, which formerly were 
improductive, have been made to produce profitably by the use of 
manganese sulphate. 

Insecticides 

Two new insecticides, deguelin and tephrosin, may prove valuable 
additions to the list of orgamc insecticides that can be used freely on 
vegetation without injuring it.^ Chemists discovered these insecticides 
in several tropical plants, denis root, cube root, and certain species of 
Tephrosia. Deguelin and tephrosin are not so poisonous to insects as 
is rotenone. However, they surpass nicotine in toxicity to aphids. 
They are harmless to man and to domestic animals when taken by 
mouth. 

Eotenone also occurs in derris root and in the cube plant. This 
valuable new insecticide was further developed by the department's 
chemists. It is more toxic than pyrethrum to many insects. It is 
lo times as toxic to bean aphids as pure nicotine and 30 times as toxic 
as lead arsenate to certain caterpillars; yet, so far as known, lie 
deguelin and tephrosin, it does not harm man or domestic animals 
when taken by mouth. Fruits and vegetables sprayed with rotenone 
need not be washed. The department's chemists recently determined 
the chemical structure of rotenone and thus opened the way to 
definite attempts to prepare the material by synthetic chemist^. 
It may be possible also to synthesize the related compounds, deguelin, 
and tephrosin. 

The possibility of successfully growing pyrethrum, an important 
plant insecticide, in the United States was materially increased as a 
result of harvesting experiments conducted by the department. In 
these experiments p^ethrunn for the first time anywhere, was har¬ 
vested with a grain biuder. The portions of the plant used in manu¬ 
facturing spray insecticides were successfully separated from the dried 
crop by machmery. This eliminated the need for a great amount of 
hand labor. 

Dissolved Salts in Irrigation Water 

A major problem in irrigation farming is the prevention of injury 
to the soil or directly to the crops from the accumulation in the soil 
of dissolved salts contained in irrigation water. It has become 
evident in many heated areas that me sustained productivity of the 
soil may be imperils by the effect of these dissolved salts and thus 
that the quality of irrigation water is a matter of serious economic 
importance. V^ere irrigation water contain much salt it should be 
used copiously with adequate drainage. This will i)revent a danger¬ 
ous accumulation of dissolved salts in the soil solution. Among the 
salts that cause serious injury to crops, attention has been focussed 
recently on the salts of boron. While boron in very small quantities 
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is essential to plant growth, excessire quantities in the soil solution 
cause serious crop injury. Sdentists at the California E^eriment 
Station demonstrated that boron was the cause of a certain t^e of 
injury to lemon and walnut trees. The discovery led this depart¬ 
ment to study the problem. Subsequent investigations have snown 
that boron occurs chiefly in irrigation watw and is thus carried to the 
la nd where its accumulation causes crop injury. It has been foimd 
possible in many cases of such boron mjury to find the sources of 
boron contamination and to eliminate these from the Mgation sup¬ 
plies, or by blendii^ such supplies to obtain noninjurious dilutions. 
Extensive observation in Cahfomia and Nevada where the s^ts of 
boron occur in irrigation water has indicated that serious crop injury 
may result if the concentration of boron exceeds 1 or 2 parts per 
million. As noted above, prevention of boron injury is frequently 
possible, and the results of studies now going forward may be expected 
to reduce the danger of injury still furmer. 


Engineering Developments 

Various mechanical appliances developed by the department’s 
^ricultural en^eers hdped to reduce farm costs of production. 

combat the European com borer, engineers devised a simple stalk 
shaver for cutting cornstalks flush with the ground. Used mere the 
com has been picked, this device enables farmers to remove and 
destroy borers that would otherwise remain in the fields and multiply. 
A trash shield for use with moldboard plows makes it possible to buiy 
com debris so that it will not afford shelter to the borer. The engi¬ 
neers also reconstructed two types of commercial seeders so that they 
could be used to distribute poison bait for grasshoppers. 

The department developed experimental machines for applying 
fertilizers accurately at predetermined rates and in various positions 
with respect to the seed. Chemical and plant research had demon¬ 
strated the importance of this. It had shown that results from the 
use of fertilizers, particularly the highly concentrated fertilizers, 
depend greatly on tne manner in which the plant food is distributed. 
Scatter^ imevenly or placed too near or too far from the seed, such 
fertilizers lose much of their value, and may even do harm. Fertilizers 
placed too near cottonseed or in contact with it may prevent germina¬ 
tion. The madiines developed in the department momise greatiy 
to increase the efficacy of commercial fertilizers. Tests with the 
machines showed, for example, that fertilizers give the best results 
on cotton and beans when placed about 1% inches to the side of the 
seed and 2 inches below it. Placed nearer to the seed, the fertilizer 
tended to injure it; placed farther away, it lost some of its effect. 

By rearrangii^ and reshaping the shovels of the ordinary beet 
cultivator, engmeers devised an implement for cross blockii^ sugar 
beets. _ This cross blocker cuts the cost of thinning and blocking by 
one-third. 

A vertical tjpe seed-cotton drier, upon which a public patent has 
been obtained, worked well in commercial operations. Several plants 
^d ginneries tried it during the 1931-32 harvestix^ season. It 
improved the preparation of the ginned lint and eliminated delays due 
to bad weather or to poorly conditioned seed cotton. This type of 
drier is simpler to operate and costs less than a horizontal type pre- 
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viously developed by the department. Makers of ginnin g equipment 
have begun to manufactme it. 

Practical and economical ^tch-cleaning methods which should 
materially reduce the cost of this work have been developed by depart¬ 
ment engineers. This means a great deal to farmers in irrigation and 
drain^e areas, specially now that funds for such work are greatly 
curtailed. 

Advances in Pest Control 

The development of a poisoned impregnated band to be placed 
about the tru^ and larger branches of fruit trees to attract and fur¬ 
nish hibernation quarters for the <»dling moth has, by THIiing such 
larvae through absorption of the poison, provided a new and vmuable 
adjunct to spray control. 

A thrips, one of the more important pests of dtrus in central Cali¬ 
fornia, is now being controlled by dusting with finely divided sulphur. 
This substitutes for the old liquid lime-smphur spray. It saves about 
$8.50 per acre in the cost of treatment. 

The Mexican fruit fly proved resistant to the ordinaiy copper 
carbonate fruit-fly spray. Consequently, the department developed 
a nicotine sulphate spray, which is now being employed throughout 
the important citrus-growii^ region in the lower Rio Grande Valley. 

Japanese beetles eat the silk of sweet com, causing material losses 
in areas where they are abundant. Studies of repellants led to the 
discovery that hy^ated lime will protect corn from such attack. For 
the practical application of lime dust to growing com, the department 
devised a mo^cation of the common type of dusting machmery and 
it is now possible, under such treatment, to grow sweet com profitably 
in areas where beetles are abundant. 

Cattle gmbs decrease the annual value of hides in the principal 
markets of the United States by $5,000,000 to $10,000,000. This 
leaves out of accoimt the even greater losses in rnilk flow and failure 
to put on flesh duri^ the period of fly annoyance. Such losses can 
now be greatly minimized by warble-fly ana grab control methods 
developed and recently improved by the department. 

An important pest of the pecan, the phylloxera, is now being effec¬ 
tively controlled by contact sprays applied late in winter or early in 
the spring before the insects have emerged to make their leaf galls. 

Two new fumigants for insects infesting grain and other agricultural 
products in storage have been developed by the Bureau of Entomology 
and the Bureau of Chemistry and Soils and these fumigants are now 
widely used throughout the country for treating a great variety of 
products, including clothing and house furnishing. These new 
fumigants are the ethylene dichloride-carbon tetradiloride mixture 
and the ethylene oxide-carbon dioxide mixture. They are effident, 
nonexplosive, and involve little or no risk to the operator. 

The development of an important bean and cowpea industry in 
California was followed by the appearance of bean weevils, which soon 
threatened these important crops. Entomologists perfected control 
measures which include fumigation, enforced by regulations. It is 
now possible for growers to maintain their markets and the high 
standard of their products. 

Similarly, the dried-fruit industry of California has been greatly 
aided by the development of means of preventing or minimizing losses 



36 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


caused by dried-fruit insecte. Consequently, at no time has it been 
posdble for the dried-fruit industry to offer the public so exceUent a 
product as at present. 

The causes and means of preventing foul brood and other diseases 
of bees have been determined by department entomologists who 
have also developed improved methocfe of winteraig bees, making 
it possible to elm^ate the risk of high mortality and weakened 
colonies in the spring. 

Farm Management and Farm Costs 

Technical research gives the best results only when supplemented 
by research in farm management. Costs and profits are the final 
test of farming methods, new or old. Farm-mantgement studies 
that measure costs and profits have therefore an intemely practical 
application. 

Farmers must know how the findings of science work out under 
actual farm conditions. Some years ago, for example, the McLean 
County method of handling hog litters on dean grotmd, free from 
parasites, made it possible to materially reduce the cost of producing 
hogs. But the full benefit of this method could not be realized untu 
its effects had been measured imd^ actual farm conditions. Farmers 
could not be persuaded to adopt it generally until they had proof of 
its worth. Farm-management studies afforded the necessary evi¬ 
dence. Information gamed in these studiesj when communicated 
to farmers through extension activities, infiuenced hog-raising 
practices favorably, and meant substantial additional profits. Farm- 
man^ment studies likewise added greatly to the practical value of 
cow-testing apparatus. Tests demonstrated the utility of this 
apparatus in facilitating the culling of low-producing cows. 

Many important farm problems demand farm-management research 
as a first step toward their solution. Among these are such matters 
as the most profitable size of the farm, the most efficient management 
of the available labor supply, and the best use of the farmer’s capital, 
time, and land. No two farms are exactly alike. No two farmers 
are identically placed as to capital, sldU, and labor supply. Hence, 
the organization of a farm for production is a highly individual prob¬ 
lem. But this does not mean that the study of numerous farms can 
throw no _l%ht upon this individual problem. On the contrary, the 
invest^ation of farm organization on a broad scale results in helpful 
conclusions as to many of the elements of effective farm organization 
and operation. Farm-management studies, by systematicafly analyz¬ 
ing the experience of many farmeis, help individual farmers. Farm- 
management research connects with the department’s outlook program 
It helps farmers to relate general economic information to their 
individual needs. 

RESEARCH THAT PREVENTS WASTE AND WIDENS MARKETS 

R^earch that tends to reduce spoilage and other wastes in the 
&tribution of farm products and to widen mwkets is of prime 
imTOrtance. The long-distance shipment of fruits and vegetables 
and the extensive Federal service connected therewith resulted largdy 
from research done in this department in cooperation with the State 
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e^peiiment stations. Economic investigations at home and abroad 
often indicate how producers may adapt their goods more closely to 
consumers’ requirements. The prevention of waste in distribution 
benefits both producers and consumers, because it narrows the 
spread between producers’ and consumers’ prices. 

Rancidity in Foods 

The annual value of foods which are subject to spoilage by ran- 
ciditjr is more than $1,000,000,000; feeds and industrial products 
likewise subject to rancidity amount to several hundred millions 
more. 

l^ht plays an important r61e in the development of rancidity. 
This was recently demonstrated by the department in experiments 
that led to the granting of a public-service patent to make the 
discovery available to the American public. The experiments 
showed that the portion of the spectrum lying between 4,900 and 
5,600 AngstrSm units, which imparts the color approximating chloro¬ 
phyll green, prevents or delays rancidity. On the other hand, the 
parts of the spectram lying on either side of this portion stimulate 
and hasten ranci^ty. This photo-chemical discovery has numerous 
immediate practical applications. Wrapping oil-bearing foods in 
materials of the proper shade of green win keep them longer. Black 
wrappers do the same thing because black absorbs all wave 
lengths of light. The discovery applies to butter, lard, nuts, potato 
chips, mayonnaise, cookies, crackers, whole-wheat flour, com meal, 
and other products. In the common wrapper^ all the commodities 
specified become rancid in a relatively short time. This discovery 
should save millions of dollars to manufacturers and consumers. 

Fruits—^Potatoes 

Temwra^ storage of sonae fruits and vegetables in atmosphere 
relativ^y Mgh in carbon dioxide is an effective substitute for pre¬ 
cooling, scientists discovered. This treatment holds rot organisms 
in check and delays the ripening process somewhat. Stored pears 
treated with carbon dioxide generally have a better flavor than pears 
not so treated. Carbon dioxide treatinent of grapes soon after they 
are packed may double the period driring which they will remain in 
a satisfactory marketing conmtion. In several experiments the flavor 
of the treated grapes remained normal and the berries remained 
attached to the stems longer than the berries in untreated lots. 
Grapefruit ^posed to a 45 per cent carbon dioxide atmosphere for 
three days did not develop pitting until about three weeks later than 
gr^efimit handled in a normal atmosphere. 

Scientists demonstrated that spoilage of potatoes can be reduced by 
controlling temperature and humidity in storage buildings. In one 
experiment, potatoes stored in a well-built, carefully managed house 
showed only a 5 per cent loss of we^t and practically no rotting or 
sprouting during the storage period, and the building itself showed 
no signs of deterioration. In another building which was poorly 
built and poorly nmnaged the spoilage amounted to 20 per cent, and 
the building deteriorate markedly. 
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Redxicing Waste and Costs in Transportation 

The department recently showed how waste and costs may be 
reduced in han dlin g and transporting fruits and vegetables. In 
orange shipments from California to eastern markets a new method 
permits safe shipment with only one re-icing in transit instead of the 
10 or 12 re-icings required under the standard refrigeration previously 
used; this innovation may save orange growers as much as $1,000,000 
a year. The department also demonstrated that precooled Bose 
pears may be shipped from Oregon to eastern markets during October 
and November without refr^eration. This reduces the cost of ship- 
tong about $90 a car. It gets pears to market in the condition de¬ 
sired by consumers and obviates most of the expense and trouble of 
conditioning fruit on its arrival. Precooled strawberries, too, may 
be moved without re-icing the cars in transit. Damage to pears and 
apples on the bottom layer of commercial car-lot shipments is often 
a type of bruising, scientists determined last year. Such damage is 
frequently attributed to freering during cold weather and costs the 
railroads heavily in claims. It may be prevented almost entirely 
by usii^ a resilient, corrugated cardboard lining in the boxes. Saving 
thus effected benefit the railroads in the first instance, but should 
reach growers ultimately. 


Dust Explosions 

Losses from dust explosions in grain-handling operations have been 
reduced, and a saving of human Iffe has result^ from recent research 
in the department. The average loss per grain-dust explosion has 
decreased from $520,000 in 1921 to about $28,000 in 1931. Annual 
losses dropped from $4,160,000 in 1921 to $1,100,720 in 1931. This 
result may be largely attributed to the application of facts detemained 
by research. Grain-threshing operations in certain sections of the 
country have been so improved and the hazard of dust explosions ^ 
much reduced, ^ to make possible a direct and substantial sa^dng in 
insurance premiums. The total potential saving in this field in the 
Pacific Northwest alone is $570,000 annually. _ The potential saving 
on cotton-gin insurance, on gins properly equipped with grounding 
systems for fire prevention developed by the department, is estimated 
at $300,000 annually. 

Widening Markets 

Some things necessary to insure a better foreign market for Wilt¬ 
shire sides of pork produced in the United States came to light in a 
recent investigation. American hog producers had believed that 
Wiltshires for the ex^rt trade should not be fat. Comparison 
showed, however, that Denmark, Sweden, Poland, and Ireland export 
Wiltshires fatter than those produced in this country. American 
Wiltdiires were in fact the leanest of all the samples studied. A 
chemical analysis showed that the American Wiltshires had been 
more hearidy cured than those from the fordgn countries. The 
milder curing of the foreign bacons, nevertheless, was sufficient to 
keep them in sound condition during their shipment to this country 
and during extensive laboratory testing. This indicated the advisa¬ 
bility of a milder cure for American Wiltshires intended for the 
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foreign market. ]Mild curing enhances the palatability of bacon. 
In view of the results of these comparisons, American methods of 
handling Wiltshires will no doubt be modified. 

Chemists in the department and in the State experiment stations 
perfected chemical washing solutions, processes, and apparatus for 
removing lead arsenate residue from apples, deposited there in spray¬ 
ing for insect control. These measures saved the export apple 
business of the United States when Great Britain, Germany, and other 
countries refused to accept American ^ples carrying more than 0.01 

S rain of arsenic (AS 2 O 8 ) per pound. The same measures made the 
omestic product safe for consumption. Growers were compelled 
to remove the residue from, their apples. It is insoluble in water and 
adheres tightly to the fruit. Its removal was therefore a problem 
for the chemists, who developed hydrochloric acid, acid-salt, and soda 
solutions that proved effective, mthout chemicsl washing solutions, 
practically no American apples could now be marketed abroad. 

A new method of canning green vegetables without adding liquid 
was recently devised. This method, which conserves the natural 
flavor much better than the older methods, should materially increase 
the demand for certain canned vegetables. 

Growers in Florida regard the cmoring of citrus fruits as a necessary 
feature in preparing them for packing and shipping. Cooperative 
investigations established the requisites for satisfactory colormg. It 
is possible, under the most favorable conditions, to color the greenest 
appearing though physiologically really mature oranges in less than 
72 hours and usually in not more than 60 hours. The ethylene 
‘‘trickle’’ system colors the fruit more rapidly than kerosene fumes 
and much more rapidly than the ethylene “shot” method applied, 
as is the commercid practice, at 8-hour intervals. These investiga¬ 
tions also showed how the usual time required for coloring fruit under 
California conditions may be materially reduced. 

RESEARCH THAT FINDS NEW USES 

Investigations to discover new uses for farm products and by- 

E roducts have been conducted by the department for many years and 
ave produced notable results. An example is the citrus work of the 
department which developed processes for the manufacture of citric 
acid, lemon and orange oil, pectin, marmalades, stock feeds, and other 
valuable by-products. This work enabled the California citrus 
growers to market profitably large quantities of over-sized and odd¬ 
shaped fruits which previously had been wasted. The industrial 
application of the department’s citrus studies rehabilitated a great 
industry and made the United States independent of foreign sources 
for lemon oil, citric acid, and pectin. The department’s studies in the 
utilization of farm products and by-products continue to pay big 
ividends, as the following examples show. 

Rayon—Starch from Sweetpotatoes 

With dilute nitric acid as the pulping agent, the department 
developed a process for making high-grade cellulose from bagasse, 
the waste from sugarcane after the sugar has been extracted. High- 
grade cellulose is the basic material for rajon. This process is impor¬ 
tant to viscose-rayon producers because it creates a large new source 
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of raw material, available each year. The viscose-rayon process 
produces about 85 per cent of the world’s rayon and uses as its raw 
material from 45 to 55 per cent of high-grade wood pulp. From 
250,000 to 500,000 tons of bagasse accumulate each year at the sugar¬ 
cane mills of the United States. For some years about 20 per cent 
of this volume has been used for manufacturing structural insulation 
board, a previous discovery of this department. The possibility that 
a higher grade of cellulose could be produced from bagasse led the 
chemists to experiment with it.^ The department’s experiments pro¬ 
duced a higher percentage of high-grade cellulose from bagasse than 
did any previous attempts. 

Cheap supplies of nitric acid make the new process commercially 
feasible, (memists had previously recognmed the possibility of using 
nitric acid in the cellulose process, but until recendy the acid has be^ 
too expensive for use in commercial pulping. With gradually dimin¬ 
ishing forests, and with the forest supmes recedii^ from the manu¬ 
facturing centers each year, there has been an increasing need for a 
new supply of raw material for rayon manufacturers and other cellu¬ 
lose industries. The new process increases the potential value of 
b^asse, and at the same time offers a new and steady source of raw 
material for the viscose-rayon industry. The department regards the 
process as now developed to a point at which commercial interests can 
work out the practical problems of manufacture. 

Chemists in the department devised a method of producmg high- 
quality starch from cull sweetj^tatoes. Indications are that tnis 
starch is suitable for use as a sizing in the cotton textile industry, 
thus replacing imported potato starch. The utilization of cull sweet- 
potatoes in starch production would increase the returns to sweet- 

{ )otato growers by several million dollars annually. At present a 
Mge proportion of field-run sweetpotatoes are throvm out as over¬ 
sized or undersized, and largely wasted. In some sections the pro¬ 
portion of culls in 1931 was 50 per cent. Unusually rigorous grading 
was one cause of this high percentage, but the wastage from the 
sweetpotato crop is usually large. Some cull sweetpotatoes are fed 
to livestock. This use, however, comes nowhere near absorbing the 
supply. Starch production from sweetpotatoes, besides benefiting 
growers, would promote industrial development. 

Calcium Gluconate—^Lignin—^Furfural 

Chemists in the department develo]^ed a low-cost method of pro- 
dud^ calcium gluconate by the action of a mold on com sugar. 
Calcium gluconate is of great value in treating various diseases, and 
its production by the new method can utilize much surplus com. 

Recent work on lignin, a comjranent of all agricultural wastes, has 
shown that several synthetic resins can be produced from it, as can 
eugenol, the essential constituent of oil of cloves, and vanillin, the 
fiavoring constituent of vanilla. 

By processes developed in this department, industrial chemists 
producoi from ^rioultural wastes last year more than 1,000,000 
pounds of furfural. Some 5,000,000 pounds of oat hulls, which would 
otherwise have been wasted, were thus utilized. 
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Tannin—^Wool-Scouring Wastes 

Beseuch to develop means of utiliring hemlock-bark ofial from 
lumbering and pulp production is under w&y. This material is a 
potential source of tannin, which this coimtry imports in large quan¬ 
tities for tanning leather. 

By-products having an annual^ value of $5,000,000 to $6,000,000 
can be obtained from wool-scouring wastes, invest^ations indicate. 
These wastes include 60,000,000 or 70,000,000 pounds of wool grease 
used ioT leather stufiBng, waterproofing, lubricating, and in producing 
lanolin and certain fertilizer matenals. For these purposes, the 
United States imports nearly half the wool grease it annually con¬ 
sumes, while allowing most of its own wool-scouring products to go 
to waste. 

Research is under way to develop processes for producing fuel and 
iUuminating gas, organic acids, solvents, and carbon from wastes 
such as cornstalks, corncobs, straivs, cotton stalks, and sugarcane 
bagasse. 

Inulin—Soy Sauce—^Molasses 

Inuhn, the principal constituent of chicory root, is thought to be 
the rnost suitable carbo^drate available for the diet of persons 
suffering ^m diabetes. Recently the department devised a method 
of producing extremely pure inuhn by a ample and cheap process, 
the most smtable source being chicory, now grown in limited quan¬ 
tities in the United States as a coffee substitute. As a source of 
inulin the chicory crop might become much more important. 

Soy sauce, now wholly imported, could easily be manufactured on 
a commercial scale in this country, experiments show. Development 
of the soy-sauce industry would provide an outlet for part of the 
soybean crop. 

Barbados molasses is imported in large quantities because of its 
desirable flavor. Chemical investigations m this department re¬ 
cently revealed a clue to the nature of this flavor and mdicated the 
possibility of producing it m sirup of domestic origin. Success in t^ 
mvestigauon would substitute a domestic molasses for the foreign 
product. 

Fruit Pulp 

Experiments at the department’s laboratory of fruit and vegetable 
chemistry at Ijos Angeles developed a new fruit product, frozen fruit 
pulp, wmch promises to afford a new and profitable outlet for fruit 
heretofore graded low and sold at a low price. Fruit for the fresh- 
fruit market or for the cannery is usually picked at the hard-ripe 
stage. As a result, much fruit too ripe for the higher grades of canned 
goods finds its way into the cannery, is caimed as water-pack or pie 
stock, and brings a lower price than fruit packed in sirup. Yet it 
has the best flavor and the highest natural sugar content of aU the 
grades canned. It has jproved to be the grade best adapted to the 
production of frozen fruit pulp. 

In the production of this commodity fruits are pulped, blended 
with si^ar sirup, quick frozen at —40° to —60° F., and stored at 
4° to 9°, either in parafi&aed cups or in unlacquered tins. The 
product fully retains the fresh-fruit flavor and has a remarkably 
smooth texture. It can be made from apricots, peaches, nectarines. 
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plums, prunes, pears, pineapples, grapes, and berries of various kinds. 
Present indications are that the new process will transform into a 
high-quality product what is now a low-grade and low-priced product. 
It will furmsh the food manufacturer with a new and highly desirable 
fruit base and give the consumer a tree-ripened, full-flavored product 
unlike anythii^ now on the market. The canning, contains, and 
storage industries are cooperating with the department in experiments 
to improve frozen fruit pulp. 

Dairy Products 

. By a process recently developed in the department milk sugar can 
be removed from skim milk without aflectii^ the casein. This 
process is particularly valuable to the ice-cream indust^. It enable 
ice-cream makers to increase the amount of milk solids not fat, in 
ice cream by about 20 per cent, without any risk of causing the defect 
known as “sandiness.” Milk solids thus added to ice cream improve 
both its quality and its nutritive value. 

The department also developed a process by whiA milk may be 
held frozen as long as three weeks and restored to its normal state 
without loss of flavor or of physical properties. It has devised equip¬ 
ment for separating albumen from cheese whey, without impairii^ 
its physical properties. Added to cows’ milk this by-product gives 
it we approximate composition and properties of human milk. 
Another process developed in the department permits American 
Cheddar cheese to be ripened in cans without molding or swelling. It 
permits the marketiag of the natural cheese in an attractive package 
and eliminates waste due to loss of moisture and the formation of a 
rind. 

Forest Products 

Investigations to develop better methods of utilizing forest products 
produced substantial results. Studies of sulphite, sulphate, and 
semichemical pulping processes enabled mills to increase their pulp 
yields by from 5 to 10 per cent. Five mills using a process originated 
by the department converted chestnut chips, a waste product from 
tannin extraction, into corrugated boards for boxes. This research 
also developed a practical process for making high-grade white paper 
from the fast-growing southern yeUow pines. 

Studies in turpentine operations demonstrated that weekly 
li-inch chipping, instead of the H-uich chipping now generally em¬ 
ployed, doubles the resin-bearii^ life and the total resin yield of the 
tree. Measurement of the strength properties of 160 different woods 
led to the development of more efficient structural grading rules; these 
make possible an increase in allowable working stresses in building 
construction, and permit the use of less material and a wider selection 
of woods. A study of joints and fastenings in timber construction 
diowed how joint strength may be increased from five to six times. 
Experiments developed methods of producii^ wood plastics at reduced 
costs. 

Research results gained in the department have brought about 
great changes in the kiln dry^ of lumber. These changes m the case 
of hard-woods effect a saving in kiln drying estimated at $1 per 
thousand feet. The corresponding saving m the case of softwoods is 
$1.50 per thousand feet. Commercial kilng have installed more than 
15,000 fan units on prindples developed by this department. Other 
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studies have improved the technical basis for the air seasoning of 
commercial woods. Studies of logging methods and equipment have 
indicated opportunities for preventmg waste in lumbering. Findings 
in regard to selective logging promise substantial savings to operators 
and also a better adjustment of lumber production to market demands. 

RESEARCH THAT HELPS TO ADJUST PRODUCTION TO DEMAND 

In adjusting production to demand, farmers need both technical 
and economic information. They can use the technical information 
particularly in making their production more dependable and con¬ 
trollable, and in developing noncompetitive lines of production. 
Several crops not previously grown in this country and not com- 

S eting with any other crop grown here, have been introduced by the 
epartment. Among them is the Washington Navel orange, which 
now constitutes the bxilk of California’s orange production. More 
recently the department introduced the avocado, the mango, Chinese 
and Japanese persimmons, the papaya, and the pistache nut. Eco¬ 
nomic studies, particularly in farm management, help farmers to 
balance their different crop enterprises so as to get the best net result. 
Technology shows how to grow while economics indicates what should 
be grown. 

Many of the research achievements of the past year that help to 
adjust production to demand have already been included in this 
report imder the section on research that reduces costs of production. 
Thus the new varieties of plants developed to resist specific diseases 
make farming operations more dependable and, consequently, more 
easily adjustable to the market requirements. 

New and Noncompetitive Crops 

In recent years the department has introduced into this coxmtry 
and has tested many new crops to determine their adaptability to 
soil, climatic, and market conditions here. Such work is indispen¬ 
sable. Volunteer cooperators can not do it eflBlciently in its early 
st^es. It is a task for the expert, and it takes time. 

l5ate cultme, for example, has outstanding possibilities. This 
country at present imports more than 20 tunes as many dates as it 
grows. The date industry, sc^cely 10 years old in the United States, 
originated vith the introduction by the department of the choicest 
dates from Old World gardens, it received an immense impetus 
when the department’s scientists developed a method of propagating 
date palms free from insect pests and fungous diseases. It received 
another stimulus in 1925 when investigators ascertained that date 
ripening can be controlled beneficially by using special kinds of 
pollen. In regions having summers too short or too cool to permit 
the ordinary maturing of dates, growers can use a pollen causing 
earlier ripening. In regions where excessive heat tends to make the 
crop ripen too early, they can use a pollen causing late ripening. 
Assisted by these discoveries, American growers now produce several 
million pounds of fancy dates annually. These dates are so superior 
in quality that they have opened new markets, without as yet dimin¬ 
ishing the demand for imported dates. The date indiistiy may 
therefore be expanded greatly without harm, and indeed with benefit 
to American agricultural interests in generm, since the grower who 
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puts land into dates withdraws it from other uses. In recent years 
the department has introduced date varieties which promise to be 
suitable for southern Texas and for home gardens, to be sold in both 
local and distant markets. 

Satsuma Orange—^Ttmg Oil 

Another promising new and noncompetitive crop is the early ripen¬ 
ing strain of the Satsuma orange. The department’s plant explorers 
intioduced this orange from Japan into the Gulf coast region. In 
the warm climate the early ripening strain grows more vigorously 
and produces heavier crops of large fruits with betto shipping quali¬ 
ties than it does in Japan. In the Gulf coast region the so-called 
TTase Satsuma oranges ripen between the middle of September and 
the last week in October. This is a period in which almost no other 
tree-ripe oranges come on the market. 

The United States imports annually about 100,000,000 pounds of 
tung oil. In 1905 the department introduced the first tuog trees 
into this country. By 1927 commercial plantings occupiedT 3,000 
acres in Florida. Other States had e^erimental plantings. Tung 
oil is used in the manufacture of varnish, enamel paint, floor paint, 
flat wall paint, and paint driers. It comes from two species of Aleu¬ 
rites, a small genus belonging to the spurge family. Both specif 
thrive in China, the duel present source of commercial tung oil. 
Department scientists b^eve that new and superior varieties can 
be produced b^ hybridization. The American tung-ofl industry, 
already developing through the original plant introductions, may 
by plant breedmgne greafly stimulated. Tung trees in Florida and 
several other States yield light-colored oils low m free fatty acids and 
superior to most of the tung oils imported from China, where the 
growers stiU use very primitive methods.^ This tree has qualifications 
that make it the potential basis of a thriving industry in the United 
States. It grows well in Florida and the Gulf coast region, yields 
well, and its product has a noncompetitive domestic market. 

Egyptian Cotton 

Though it produces more cotton than any other country, the 
Umted States imports large quantities of Egyptian cotton for special 
uses. Department scientists made the first introduction of Egyptian 
cotton some 20 years ago. They believed that American Egyptian 
cotton could supply important domestic rec^uirements without com¬ 
peting with other American varieties. This forecast was fulfilled. 
Amencan Egyptian cotton grown in the Salt River Valley of Arizona 
to-day supjmes^ the longest and best Egyptian cotton needed by 
Amencan spinning nulls. It meets a growmg demand by the manu¬ 
facturers of high-duty automobile and track tire casings. Scientists 
are constantly improviim it. Because its cultivation is limited in 
geographical rai^e it will not soon, and perhaps never, satisfy the 
whole domestic need for this type of cotton. Therefore the acre^e of 
Egyptian cotton can be expanded within the United States without 
injuring producers of other types of cotton. 
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Fann-Management Studies and the Outlook 


Farm-mmagement studies, based on complete records of labor, 
power, eqmpment, and material used in farm operations, have indi¬ 
cated possibilities for profitable crop shifts. Farmers must constantly 
readjust their operations to changing conditions. Analyses of farm 
operations and of farm returns in cooperation with State stations 
provided for many areas a dependable basis for readjustments. 
Surveys of a group of farms in the Red River Valley, for example, 
demonstrated the advantages of a change from wheat to feed grains, 
pasture, and livestock. The surveys aSo showed the advantages of 
a shift from a beef-cattle production system, involving the purchase 
of steers, to a system of baby-beef production. Cooperating wnth the 
State experiment stations, the department’s investigators worked 
out budgets with individual farmers. Adoption of these budgets 
produced a definite improvement in farm returns. A study in the 
Pacific Northwest showed the savings that could be effected by bulk 
handling as compared with sack handling of grain. Studies of irri¬ 
gated fpms revealed the best cash crops for the present period of 
uncerttdn farm incomes. Studies of range-livestock management 
pointed to the derirability of some changes in the Dakotas and 
Montana. These are merely examples of the value of the depart¬ 
ment’s farm-management research as an aid in adjusting production 
to demand. 


Experience has shown that most fanners adjust their production 
on the basis of prices received during the preceding year. Price 
analyses and related economic research in the department are 
designed to interpret existing supply and demand conditions so ^ to 
g^ve the famer a basis for adjusting production to the market situa¬ 
tion that lies ahead of him. The department’s outlook program, 
now conducted on an extensive scale in cooperation with State 
agencies, helps the farmer to do this. 

The progress of technolorical and economic research, deseed to 
increase farm returns by reducing costs and adjusting the individual 
farmer’s production to demand, leads to the important problem of 
total production in agriculture in relation to market demand and 
prices. Obviously it is to the interest of the Nation as a whole, and 
certainly to the interest of agriculture, that the total supply of farm 
products should be produced on land best suited to low-cost produc¬ 
tion. This opens the broad question of research in land utilization 
which I shall discuss ia a later section of this report. 


RESEARCH THAT II^ROVES QUALITY 

Quality-improvement investigations by the department have both 
economic and technical aspects. Economic studies indicate the 
relative market demand for goods of different quality, and emphas^e 
the necessity of reflecting premium prices back to farmers. Scientific 
studies, such as the investigations that produced the Mai^obe 
tomato, Kma cotton, and other well-known plant vmeties, enable 
farmers to grow better products when the demand arises. Markets 
usually recognize equality in the long run, though at certain times 
premiums for quality may not be adequate. Quality-improvement 
work has special value in periods of overproduction. It helps farmers 
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to concentrate on quality rather than on quantity. Quality investi¬ 
gations by the department during the last fiscal year produced some 
outstandmg results. 

Quality in Meats 

The department a ievr years ago began to study the quality of 
meats, an important field to wMch little attention had previously 
been given. This study, in which more than 20 State experiment 
stations have cooperated, reveals the importance of high quality in 
meats, and helps to develop reliable standards and methods of 
determining and producing Lisrh quality. It has shown, for example, 
that retarded growth lowers the nalatability of meat; that there are 
no marked differences in the palatabUity of the meat of dMerent 
breeds, although there are striking differences in the pdatability of 
meat from individual animals of the same breed, which indicates the 
desirability of selecting and breeding animals for meat of high quality; 
that the grade of the carcass is closely related to the tUckness of the 
external fat or the degree of finish, indicating the importance of 
securing the minimum degree of finish that will produce the necessary 
yield and market quality. Recent findings indicate that high-quality 
meat and lamb can be produced on pasture, an important fact in the 
more economical production of high-quality meat; that best results 
in beef production are obtained when the beef is produced on good 

K ass with a small amoimt of grain to insure maximum ^ains; that in 
mb production there is no material advantage in feeding a supple- 
mentaiy grain ration so far as quality of the meat is concerned; and 
that tenderness of meat is much influenced by inheritance and by 
conditions of storage. 

Dairy Products 

To improve the quality of milk produced in the United States the 
department recently developed an area plan under which the quality 
of milk is improved in a sm^ area which is then used as a demonstrai- 
tion area from which better dairy practices may spread. In the first 
stage, the department starts and develops the project. As soon as 
the quality of the nulk produced in the selected area improves, the 
project is turned over to State agencies for further promotion. This 

i >lan has important economic possibilities. Dairymen suffer heavy 
osses annually through marketing off-flavored and sour milk , and 
dairy products below standards in other ways, whereas they could 
increase their receipts tremendously by producing only high-quality 
milk. Other investigations by the department dSclosed possibilities 
in the processing and distribution of milk. The results of these 
investigations have sho^ra milk dealers how to hold down their 
processiag and distributing costs, and thus diminish the spread 
between the farmers’ price and the consumers’ price. Further 
improvement is possible and recent investigations open up promising 
lines of effort. 

In the Southern States where cheese making is a comparatively 
new industry the department assists factory managers to establish 
manufacturing methods that will improve the quaSty and yield of 
the product. A department dairy specialist visited one factory that 
was receiving about 60,000 poimds of milk daily and making 6,000 
pounds of cheese. The manufacturing methods were such that only 
60 per cent of the product graded No. 1; the rest graded No. 2. 
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During the few days while the specialist was at the factory he intro¬ 
duced changes that enabled the establishment to make its entire 
output into No. 1 cheese. This resulted in a return increase 
between $9,000 and $10,000 a year. 

The department also helps creamery managers to establish a 
system of buying cream on the basis of its quality. In every creamery 
that has adopted it, this system has improved the quality of the 
product and obtained better prices. In txim the creameries pay 
better prices to the farmers. 


Lettuce 

Varieties of lettuce recently introduced by the department set new 
stwdards of quality and at the same time resist both mildew and 
blight. The double-resistant lettuce. Imperial D, seed of which was 
distributed to growers in the fall of 1931, is considered the best 
quality lettuce of the New York or Iceberg tjpe. It has thicker, 
crisper, and better-flavored leaves than any of the other varieties. 
Another high-quality variety, Imperial F, was introduced in 1930, 
and growers produced it on a large commerdal scale last year. It 
appeared entirely resistant to both mildew and blight. A lew years 
ago a disease Imown as brown bl%ht threatened the lettuce industry 
of the Imperial Valley of California with complete destruction. 
Plant specialists from the department developed resistant varieties 
by breeding and selection and thus saved the mdustry. Betums to 
growers from the new varieties ran as hig h as $8,000,000 in some 
recent years. The crop last year, though reduced in volume and low 
in price, brought the growers approximately $4,000,000. The im¬ 
portance of the disease-resistant varieties may be judged from the 
fact that the district where they are grown produces nearly half the 
lettuce grown in this country. Early this year the department re¬ 
leased to growers seed of a new brown-blignt-resistant strain of the 
Iceberg type, under the name of Imperial No. 13. In commercial- 
scale plantii^ it proved spedfically adapted to harvesting from about 
January 10 to February 20 in the Imperial Valley. It seenas to be 
the only strain which can be depended upon during that period to make 
a high percentage of sufficiently laige heads of good quality. 

Sirup—Orange Juice—Soybeans 

Investigations developed means of preventing the crystallization of 
sugar from cane sirup and of controllmg the flavor and color of cane 
sirup by the use of decolorizing carbon. This was an iiuportant step 
toward the more uniform production of high-quality sirup. Thou¬ 
sands of farmers in the Umted States grow sugarcane for cane sirup 
and soigo cane for sorgo sirup. These are substantial cash crops. 
Out of an annual production of about 30,000,000 gallons, approxi¬ 
mately 60 per cent is marketed, but the price received by the farmer 
varies by as mu^ as 200 per cent. Only sirup of a grade high enough 
to be sold direct to the consumer brings the best price. Lower-grade 
sirup must be sold for blending. If all the sirup produced were of 
satisfactory market quality, the returns to growers would be sub¬ 
stantially mcreased. 

Citrus-fruit investigations promise success in developing a method 
of preventing deterioration in the flavor and quality of orange juice. 
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This should result in an immediate increase in the sale of this product. 
Results of former work in citrus utilization are instructive. Maturity- 
standards developed by the department some years ago have stabilized 
and extended the fresh-fruit market, and it is estimated that these 
standards have added at least 35 cents a box to the value of citrus 
fruit during the last five years. 

Soybean varieties differ greatly in their food value. This was dem¬ 
onstrated in connection with soybean selection and breedi^ studies. 
The finding has obvious practical significance. The protein content 
of different varieties ranges from 28 to 43 per cent, ana the oil content 
from 12 to 23 per cent. The oil content alone does not measure the 
value of a variety for off production because the quantity of oil^ re¬ 
leased under pressure differs. Under a ^ven pressure, one variety 
will yield as much as GO per cent of the oil it contains, while imder the 
same prepare another variety may yield only 10 per cent. This fact 
is important in selecting varieties of soybeans for oil production. 
Soybean varieties differ widely also in their content of certain amino 
acids important in nutrition. This fact has a bearing on the use of 
soybeans and soybean meal in the production of macaroni, vermicelli, 
all noodles, bread, and other food articles. 

Honey 

The quality of honey has been greatly improved and stabilized by 
the work of the department in developing efi&cient controls for foul 
brood and other bee diseases and in the establishing of standards for 
all classes or types of honeys. 

Experiments have shown that honey may be clarified by electrical 
neutralization and flocculation of its colloidal constituents through 
action of colloidal materials of opposite electric chaige. This treat¬ 
ment produces brilliant clarity, reduces foaming and scum formation, 
prevents granulation over long periods of time, and reduces carameli- 
zation on heating, thus eliminating obiectionable characteristics of 
honey which have restricted its marketability. Improvement of com¬ 
mercial quality in this manner w'ould undoubtedly widen the field of 
use of honey and would be of great financial benefit to the entire 
honey industiy. Methods and technic for applying this finding to 
commercial practice are now being studied and encouraging results 
have been obtained. 

Grades and Standards Affect Quality Improvement 

Faimers who wish to improve the quality of their products benefit 
from information made available by the commodity grading and in¬ 
spection services of the department. Such information shows how 
crops grade, indicates specific causes for low ^ades of products, 
measures the appearance or increase of crop mseases, records the 
market value of new varieties, reflects the influence of new machinery 
and new handling methods on the quality of farm production, and 
furnishes clues to shifts in market requirements. Facts of this sort 
strongly influence producers, plant breeders, horticulturists, farm- 
management leaders,^ and agricultural extension educators. Research 
men week the practicality and usefulness of their work by facts de¬ 
veloped in standardization and grading services. Inspection data on 
wheat dockage, smut, excess moisture, and mixed types emphasize the 
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aeed for improved farm-management, handling, or marKeting meth¬ 
ods. It applies^ also to investigations in the improvement of grain 
cleaning, conditioning, handling, and storage. 

Alfalfa growing became better adapted to market requirements 
after the promulgation in 1925 of United States standards that gave 
definite reception to the importance of leafiness in alfalfa. Inspec¬ 
tions showed that the ^ade of much alfalfa hay was lowered by over- 
ripeness at the time of cutting or by harvesting methods that shat¬ 
tered the leaves. They showed also that producers allowed their al¬ 
falfa hay to suffer much preventable damage. Accordingly, the de¬ 
partment and the State agriculturd experiment stations oiganized 
research and farm-management programs in the chief ^falfa-produc- 
ing areas with substantial benefit to the alfalfa industry. Within a 
few years the grade and feed value of alfalfa hay in several areas im¬ 
proved materially. 

Cotton Grade and Staple Estimates 

Opportunities to improve the quality of cotton grown in the United 
States and^ the^ importance of reflecting quality differences more 
accurately in prices paid to growers at country points drew renewed 
attention as a result of the department’s cotton grade and staple esti¬ 
mates reports and cotton-price studies begun by the department 
four years ago. 

The department compiles data by^ States and districts, so that the 
grades and staples of cotton grown in various localities can be com¬ 
pared. The grade and staple estimates for 1931-32 showed that 89.4 
per cent of the cotton crop was tenderable under the cotton futures 
act, as compared with 84.6 per cent in 1930-31. Price data gathered 
in 1931-32 represented more than 30,000 individual bale sales in more 
th^ 45 local markets. The information showed that in many cases 
prices paid to growers do not vary appreciably with the grade and 
staple of the cotton. This discourages quahty improvement. ^ In the 
1930-31 season some farmers received considerably higher prices for 
low grades and short staples than other farmers received for l%her 
^ades and longer staples on the same days. Differences in dassifica- 
tion, in bargaining power, and in other factors largely accounted for 
these variations. 

The grade and staple estimates, with the related price studies, 
afford a logical and constructive approach to quality-improvement 
work. They show the grade and staple length of cotton produced not 
only in the country as a whole, but in different parts of the Cotton 
Belt. Hence they mdicate what sections are relatively best suited to 
produce cotton of different grades and staple lengths. The department 
furnishes individual gin reports to cotton-gin owners and to the State 
agricultural experiment stations. Thus information about the cotton 
crop becomes highly particularized by localities.^ Combined with 
information on cost of production it aids communities and individuals 
in deciding how they may profitably modify their cotton-production 
programs. 

Growers need facts about the consumption as well as about the pro¬ 
duction of cotton. The department collects data showing the grade 
and staple lengths of the cotton consumed by .^erican mills. The 
consumption reports, analyzed in connection with production facts, 
show to what extent the growers satisfy mill requirements. Certain of 



50 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


the grade and staple lengths produced in the United States depend 
more on the foreign than on the domestic market. _ The production and 
consumption reports indicate the proportions in^ vrhich cottons of 
dififerent grades and staple lengths go abroad. This knowledge bears 
significantly on farm practice. The United States exports more than 
half its cotton. Production of the different ^ades and staple lengths 
should be adjusted to the total demand, and not merely to domestic 
standards of consumption. The market wants cottons of different 
quahties and different staple lengths. It wants these cottons in differ¬ 
ent amounts. Profits in cotton production depend largely on the 
success with which growers adjust their output to these different 
requirements. It is first necessary to know precisely what the require¬ 
ments are. This need the department endeavors to meet with its 
grade and staple estimates reports and cotton-price studies. 

RESEARCH IN THE STATE EXPERIMENT STATIONS 

This department administers acts that provide Federal aid to the 
State agricultural experiment stations in the amoimt of $4,320,000 
annually. These stations are under the immediate direction of the 
respective States and receive an average of about $3 of State funds 
to each $1 of Federal funds. Federal law requires the department to 
cooperate with the stations in supervising the expenditure of the 
Federal money. The research of the department is coordinated with 
that of the State stations. The department and the States cooperated 
during the year in about 1,100 research projects. Every State 
participated. 

Secent contributions to agriculture by the State eiroeriment sta¬ 
tions illustrate the use made of the Federal funds. These contri¬ 
butions deal with problems of soil fertility, of farm management, of 
animal and plant disease control and insect control, of distribution 
and marketing, of quality improvement, of harvesting methods, of 
processing and storing, of utilising surpluses and by-products, and of 
farm living standards. 

After many years' experimentation, the Massachusetts experiment 
station recently matured and reported a method of using fertilizers 
profitably to improve stony upland pastures. 'There is a large and 
mcreasing area of such lands m the United States. Certain cotton 
soils of the South are becoming unproductive because of the long- 
continued liberal use of calcium arsenate to combat the boll weevu. 
The South Carolina station reports Aat such soils can be restored to 
productivity simply by applying iron sulphate, which fixes the 
arsenic and neutralizes its effect. The Oklahoma station recently 
reported eigpeiiments which show terracing to be effective in conserv¬ 
ing soil moisture and increasing yields even on practically level land. 
Accurate and equitable distribution of irrigation water is an important 
public concern in irrigated repons. The Colorado station recently 
perfected a measuring flume which appeam to excel in accuracy and 
dependability those heretofore commonly used. This flume is 
ramdly coming into general use. 

The experiment stations have originated numerous inmroved vari- 
eti^ and strains of field crops, fruits, and vegetables. Farmers and 
fruit growers of New_ York, Minnesota, and many other States are 
generally growing fruits,^ grains, and other improved <ax>ps developed 
by the stations, vrith gains running into naillions of dollars annually. 
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More than 90 per cent of Montana's Trheat acreage is planted to 
varieties recommended by the Montana station. One variety, Mon¬ 
tana 3^ developed by the station, has practically displaced all others 
in the Gallatin Valley. From the native sand cherry and other wild 
species, the South Dakota station has originated valuable hardy 
fruits adapted to the severe conditions of the Northwest. Eecently 
it developed a h^dy apple of superior value for South Dakota con¬ 
ditions. A seedling strawberry of superior quality, the McChntock, 
originated by the Tennessee station, was recently released to com¬ 
mercial growers. The Corvallis strawberry, developed and intro¬ 
duced by the Oregon station, has been received with favor by com¬ 
mercial growers. 

Cooperating with the department in a study of the possibility of 
developing the domestic production of sugar-beet seed, the New 
Mexico experiment station found that under the roild climatic con¬ 
ditions prevailing in the Eio Grande Valley, seedlings from seed 
planted m the fall may be overwintered in the field and brought to 
satisfactory seed production the succeeding year. This method 
speeds seed production and reduces its cost. Its economic importance 
is indicated by the fact that American farmers pay more than 
$2,000,000 annually for sugar-beet seed, mostly to foreign seed 
producersand distributors. 

W^ilt, one of the most destructive diseases of cotton, the Arkansas 
station finds, can in large measure be controlled by liberal use of 
potash fertilizers, which also reduce injury from rust, stimulate 
growth, and increase yields. As a result of investigations by this 
and other stations, wilt-resistant strains of cotton are now available 
to the grower. The North Carolina station finds that at a cost of 
less than 16 cents per acre for spraying with Bordeaux mixture, the 
heavy losses sustained by sweetpotato growers as a result of wilt or 
stem rot may be prevented. 

The Kansas station has found a strain of hard red winter wheat 
which is resistant to the Hessian fly and is as good as other improved 
winter wheats. The Michigan and Ohio stations are developing 
strains of com having good quality and yield and resistant or tolerant 
to the attack of the com borer. Methods of culture which greatly 
reduce the damage done by the borer have been developed. 

^'Salt sick” is a cattle disease estimated to cause a loss of more than 
$3,000,000 annually in Florida. The Florida experiment station 
reported that it is a mineral-deficiency disease which can be prevented 
by giving the cattle access to a relatively cheap mixture of common 
salt, red oxide of iron, and finely ground copper sulphate. Several 
stations developed and demonstrated new methods and vaccines for 
control of fowl pox, a widespread and destructive disease of poultry. 
For sore mouth, an infectious disease of sheep and goats, the Texas 
station developed and put into practical use a vaccine which effec¬ 
tively prevents the recurrence oi heavy annual losses to ranchmen. 

The Oregon experiment station reported perfecting an electrical 
device that accurately determines the degree of ripeness and the tme 
of pickiQg that will msure winter pears of the best market quality. 
Eemgeration costs can be greatly reduced by a method, recently 
announced by the Massachusetts station, of storing apples at a rela¬ 
tively high temperature for a month after harvesting and then reduc¬ 
ing the temperature to 32® F. The Georgia station in investigations 
on the preservation of fruits by quick freezing achieved resxilts of 
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value not only to producers and house^ves but also to the frozen- 
frmt industry. The investigations showed the kinds of fruits best 
suited to the process, and its effect on the final food value of the 
product. 

The Rhode Island station reported experiments showing that potash 
fertilizers, particularly the muriate, increase the mealiness and im¬ 
prove the culinary quality of potatoes. Many other examples could 
be cited from the work of every State experiment station. A more 
complete account of accomplishments will be presented in the annual 
report required by law on the w^ork and expenditures of the State 
agricultural experiment stations. 

LAND-USE PLANNING AND CONSERVATION 
LAND UTILIZATION 

For years economists, scientists, and administrative leaders in the 
department have said that we need a new land policy for American 
agriculture. The present depression gave poignant emphasis to that 
need. The panorama of overproduction, serious maladjustments in 
taxation and credit, a radical transformation in the geography of 
production, a changed outlook with regard to population increase 
and land requirements, all pointed to the need for action. 

I found last fall that the department’s convictions on this question 
were shared in most essentials by leaders of the national farm organi¬ 
zations, by most of the member^p of the Association of Land Grant 
Colleges and Universities, by influential agricultural editors, by State 
secretari^ of agriculture, and by many other groups. The time ap¬ 
peared ripe for a renewed effort^ and new emphasis. Accordingly, 
in November 1931, I called a national conference which met at Chi¬ 
cago to discuss the formation of a land-use program. It was at¬ 
tended by 350 representatives of various agricultural organizations. 

The conclusions reached at the conference, the actions subsequently 
taken by committees set up at the conference, and the widespread 
interest shown in many States, give promise that we shall replace 
this country’s traditional policy of planless agricultural development 
with a comprehensive and thoroughly integrated pro^am of land 
utilization. This program will, as it gathers force and cooperative 
support, lead the way toward a reconstructed, cohesive American 
agricidture. 

This program envisages: (1) A better economic utilization of our 
land resources, (2) control of erosion, (3) a far-sighted provision 
for future timber and public recreation needs, (4) preservation of 
wild life, (5) the gradual diversion to other purposes of lands sub- 
maiginal for fanning, (6) guidance of proper enterprises in land 
settlement, and (7) important adjustments m governmental organ¬ 
ization in the distribution of local institutions and in local taxation 
and expenditures—adjustments that have become or will become 
necessary as important changes in land use are made. 

Department a Pioneer in Land Utilization 

This is not an emergency program. Its various elements are not 
new. In m a ny fields the department has for years been developing 
the factual basis for a national land-use poficy. As long ago as 
1923 the department outlined the essentials of such a program. I 
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called attention to the more recent developments in my 1930 and 1931 
annual reports. 

Particularly in the domain of lands for forest use and for x^d- 
life refuges, the department has partly translated its ideas into 
action. It is now responsible for 161,360,691 acres of national 
forests. On this vast acreage the Forest Service efficiently protects 
and manages the timber and grazmg resources and aids in the 
stability of stream flow. It promotes game conservation and forest 
recreation. It shows how to make forestry a good form of land 
use and how to utilize the products of the forest to best advantage. 
It cooperates with the States in the promotion of forestry under 
the Weeks, Clarke-McNary, and amendatory laws. 

Another unit of the department—the Bureau of Biological Sur¬ 
vey—^has developed a compreherisive system of wild-life refuges. It 
is encouraging adequate protective measures for wild life on both 
private and public lands. 

Besearch in the department has been making available a body of 
information vital to the formulation and application of sotmd land- 
use policies. The Bureau of Chemistry and Soils in cooperation 
with State agencies has analyzed, described, and mapped more than 
half the Nation’s agricultural area as a basis for more intelligent 
land use. It has attacked the problem of soil erosion and other 
causes of soil depletion. The Forest Service is concluding an ex¬ 
tensive inves^ation of the intricate problem of forest taxation. 
It is conducting a nation-wide survey of forest resources^ a survey 
already well advanced in the Douglas* fir region of the Pa^c North¬ 
west and in parte of the South and begun in other regions. This 
survey will provide information about the stand and condition of 
timber of various kinds and ages^ the rates of timber growth, the 
extent of the present drain on timber supplies, and the probable 
future requirements for forest products. The Bureau of Plant 
Industry with its introduction of new plants—rome of which form 
the baas of new agricultural industries—and its extensive plant¬ 
breeding and related studies has greatly influenced the modem trend 
of agricultural products; this is true both of the staple crops and of 
fruits and vegetables. 

The Bureau of Agricultural Engineering has made significant 
technological contributions in regard to clearing, dr ainin g, and 
irrigating lands. It has added to our knowledge of ^how to make 
a more efficient use of water. The Bureau of Agricultural Eco¬ 
nomics has been studyiig land resources and land urilization, settle¬ 
ment, tenure, and land values. This work has clarified the national 
outlook on the relation of land supply to potential requirements, 
emphasized the signifi cant interrelations of the various uses of land, 
and indicated the need for a coordinate land-use planning program. 

These advances in administration and rerearch represent a sub- 
ata.-ntisl beginning. Our experts and, I think, the general public 
recognize, however, that many gaps still need to be nUed before we 
can say we have achieved a definite program of plaimed land use. 
This is espedally true of our farm-land poucies. Here, perhaps more 
than in other fields, we find that the poli<y generally pursued in 
tliia country has been a policy not of land use but of land exploitation. 
And it is especially in this phase of the land problem that the depres¬ 
sion has emphasized the weakness in no uncertain way. 
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Farm Plant Too Large 

For a decade before the onset of the depression Ameilc^ agricul¬ 
ture was handicapped by an overextended plant, which included^ a 
good deal of land ill adapted to present-day requirements. Tins sit¬ 
uation conflicted sharply with pie need for r^ucing production in 
some important branches of agriculture and for reducing the average 
cost of production. 

Our outworn homestead policies were partly^ responsible for bring¬ 
ing extensive areas into farming during and immediately after the 
TS^rld War. In many cases the area per homestead was too small for 
eflScient use. Many "a homestead would not maintain a family. A 
great deal of the land was too poor to meet the shocks of drought 
and depression. 

Much inferior land came into cultivation during and immediately 
after the war^ and remained in the farm plant after the stimulus of 
high commodity prices had passed. 

In various parts of the countiy a good deal of privately owned land 
not suited to farming was sold to settlers. Numerous private and 
public reclamation projects, many of them ill advised, were launched. 

Moreover, the mechanization of agriculture and a general shift 
toward the use of lands of more favorable topography have tended 
to displace numerous farms handicapped by small, broken, and steeply 
sloping fields and by impaired son fertility. The cutting away of 
the forests has impaired the economic strength of numerous com¬ 
munities. This has reacted unfavorably on agriculture by destroy¬ 
ing local markets, eliminating opportunities for supplementary em¬ 
ployment, and narrowing the tax base to shoulders less able to bear 
the burden than they were before. 

Submarginal Lands and Tax Delinquency 

As a result of these and other conditions, numerous farms are now 
submarginal. Private owners of extensive areas of cut-over land find 
that these lands are no longer worth retaining. Along with these 
concfitions, and because of mounting property taxes, has come an 
inevitable and rapid increase in tax delinquency. Already millions 
of acres are delinquent. If our agriculture plant remains disorgan¬ 
ized and if farm commodity prices do not rise materially, more mil¬ 
lions are destined to beconie delinquent. About 20,000,000 acres in 
the three Great Lakes States are in some stage of tax delibquencv. 
Extensive tax delinquency has developed also in parts of the South, 
in the Great Plains, in the poorer sections of the Ohio Valley, and in 
other parts of the country. 

To what extent these large areas of tax-delinquent land include land 
smtable far farming is not mown; present data do not permit definite 
differentiation. It is certain, however, that in the Great Lakes States 
especially, the larger part of the tax-delinquent land is in the so-called 
cut-over regions. ISIost of this land never vras in farms, cdthough 
when the timber was removed it was hoped that the land could be 
utilized for farming. Much of the present tax delinquency is a direct 
result of the drastic decline in agriciutural income everywhere. When 
economic conditions improve and returns in farming increase mate¬ 
rially, tax payments on a large part of the land now delinquent will 
be resumed by the present owners. Some of the land that has been 
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offered or ’Rill be offered for tax sale rtU be redeemea •R'ithia the 
redemption period provided by law in the several States. Land to 
'which full title is transferred to private parties before material recov¬ 
ery occurs in agricultural income probably will continue in private 
hands, especially if it is fimdamentally suited for farming. 

Even granting that a large part of the present tax ddinquency is 
due to causes directly resultii^ from the depression, it remains true 
that a vast amount of the delinquency is due to fundamental malad¬ 
justments in the utilization of land unsuited for farming even in nor¬ 
mal times and incapable of paying taxes to support necessary public 
improvements, schools, and otiier basic elements of community hfe. 
Such land is destined to chronic tax delinijuency, if not already delin¬ 
quent, and will ultimately revert to public ownership. Considerable 
areas of delinquent land have already been taken over by States and 
counties. This presents an acute problem of land-use planning, read¬ 
justment in taxation, and reorganization of rural government and 
mstitutions. 

Drainage and Irrigation Districts 

Another chaUei^e to constructive action is the plight of numerous 
drainage and irrgation districts that find themselves in financial 
diflGlcidties. In 1930, 35 States had organized drainage enterprises 
covering 64,409,000 acres. The investment in those enterprises was 
$680,733,000. They were imdertaken to bring land into cultivation. 
This object was realized only in part, for some of the projects were ill 
advised and all of them were seriously affected by the depression. 
One State with more than 5,000,000 acres in drainage enterprises in 
1929 had 1^ than 7 per cent of that area in farms, and less than 4 per 
cent of it in crops. In three other States less than half the land in 
drainage enterprises was in farms. In eight States less than half the 
land in drainage enterprises produced crops in 1929. Even in 1929 
there were no crops on nearly 30,000,000 acres, or about 35.5 per cent, 
of the total area m drainage enterprises in the United States. Enter¬ 
prises covering a total of 9,813,000 acres were in arrears in their pay¬ 
ments of interest or principal. Tax payments were delinquent on 
10,051,000 of the 64,409,000 acres in the drainage enterprises in the 
United States. In one State, tax delinquency covered 51 per cent 
of the area in drainage enterprises, and in another State 24 per cent. 
Still another State recently has undertaken to assume the obligations 
of thousands of acres mistakenly drained, and expects to devote the 
land again to game and &h, to which it should have been left in the 
first place. Inis situation has grown much worse in the last two 

like conditions exist m certain irrigation districts. Even in.1929, 
out of 26,000,000 acres in irrigation districts which could have been 
supplied with water, 25 per cent wm not irrigated. Of 19 States con¬ 
taining irrigation districts, only 8 irmated as much as three-fourths 
of the area capable of being supplied with water under in^ation 
facilities then existu^. In one State, pa3rment3 of interest or principal 
in bonds were past <jhie on January 1,1931, m 19 out of 85 irri^tion 
districts. In three districts more than two-thirds of the taxes levied 
for the years 1927-1930 remained uncollected. In another State IS 
districts out of a total of 48 were in default. 
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Those distressed districts that are capable of holding their own in 
agricultural competition probably will need to undergo a process of 
financial reorganization. The Federal and State Governments may 

E erhaps find ways of assisting in the necessary fact finding and per- 
aps m the repair or restoration of indispensable drainage and irri¬ 
gation work. 

Movements of Population 

Movements of population between town and country affect the 
land problem. Population normally ebbs and flows between town 
and country. It is the net balance' that is s^n^cant. From 1920 
to 1929, the balance ran heavily in favor of the cities and towns. In 
that period, the yearly net outflow from farms to cities and towns 
ranged from 336,000 to 1,137,000 persons. In 1930, however, there 
was a net inflow to farms of 17,000 persons. There was the usual rural 
excess of births over deaths. Consequently, the total farm popula- 
tionj for the first time in at least a quarter of a century, increased 
sigmficantly. It increased again in 1931, during which year the coun¬ 
try-ward flow was 1,6S3,000 and the city-ward flow was 1,469,000. 

Urban unemployment obviously had much to do with this change 
in the movement'of population. Whether the change will persist 
after industrial employment revives remains to be seen. Unques¬ 
tionably, however, it creates new problems for rural commiuuties, 
and has an important bearing on the land-use problem. 

Besides the spontaneous movement of population from cities and 
towns to the country, there is talk of concerted effort to place unem¬ 
ployed city people on the land. Such projects should not be under¬ 
taken lightly. Alerely to shift the problem of relieving want is not 
necessarily to solve it. Moving needy folk from towns and cities to 
the country may throw a burden on rural communities without sim¬ 
plifying the unemployment problem. People, of course, have a rfeht 
to move about and to seek opportunity wherever it may exist. But 
it is another thing publicly to encourage a movement that may have 
no sound economic foimdalion. In any event, the movement should 
be guided in the light of the best information available in order to 
protect the interest of those who may move to the land and to protect 
rural communities against having the problem of urban unemploy¬ 
ment shifted to them. 

People ignorant of agriculture and rural life often think farming is 
easy. Usually they are disappointed. Commonly, the unemployed 
city dweller seeking land gravitates to the submaiginal areas—to 
precisely the areas that shomd not be farmed. The deceptive cheap¬ 
ness of such land attracts him. Encouraging inexperienced people to 
go on land that others have abandoned or on land manifestly unsuited 
to agriculture is neither sensible nor humane. It does not perma¬ 
nently relieve unemployment and checks the development of a 
rational land-utilization policy. 

There are opportunities to absorb unemployed people into agricul¬ 
ture. Thousands havit^ country connections have already returned, 
and others will do so. In some cities vactmt lots and plots of land 
have been helpfully turned over to unemployed families for gardens, 
There is a movement of industrial workers to suburban homes with 
land_ enough for production of some food. This movement will 
continue and should be encouraged. But mass migration from the 
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city to the coirntry is another story, A morement lai^e enough to 
materially diminish iirban imemployment would create serious rural 
problems. It would go squarely against the need to put our Itaid-use 
system on a rational basis. 

Recommendations of National Land Conference 

These essentially interrelated problems, and others that I hare not 
mentioned, were considered by the agricultural leaders who attended 
the national land utilization conference in Chicago. The delegates 
fully recognized the need of defining our national objectives, agreeing 
on proper policies, and then promoting concerted action among public 
and private agencies. The discussions and the conclusions reached 
at the conference constitute an important step toward a planned 
agriculture. 

The conference recommended that new irrigation and drainage 
projects be postponed, counseled the withdrawal of marginal or sub- 
maiginal land from homestead entry, and proposed the hcensing and 
regulation of land-development enterprises. 

It called for a national inventory and classification of our land 
resources. 

It emphasized the need of tax reform in relation to changed condi¬ 
tions of land utilization, particularly in areas now distressed by tax 
delinquency. 

It recommended the Federal regulation of grazing on the public 
domain, urged the consolidation of school lan^ through exchanges, 
and advocated more adequate measures for watershed protection, 
particularly in'the public-land States. 

It drew up^ a list of objectives which it held should govern in the 
public acquisition of land. 

It recommended the coordination of various credit agencies engaged 
in making loans to fanners, endorsed the department’s outlook reports 
as a basis for land-use planning, and advocated an expansion of the 
department’s soil-conservation program. It called for additional 
study of land-utilization problems arising from regional competition 
and from the decentralization of industry. 

Committees to Carry Prt^am Forward 

To provide continuing machinery to formulate objectives and 
policies and to promote consideration of these by the public and 
private agencies concerned, the conference recommended the estab¬ 
lishment of two national committees to be known as the national 
land-use planning committee and the national advisory and legislative 
committee on land use. 

These committees were organized in the early spring of 1932, The 
land-use planning committee is made up of the chiefs of eight bureaus 
in the Departments of Agriculture and Interior primarily concerned 
with land utilization, together with a member of the Federal Farm 
Boardj a member of the Federal Farm Loan Board, and five repre¬ 
sentatives appointed by the Association of Land Grant Colleges^ and 
Urriversities. Thus the committee is especially competent to inte¬ 
grate the efforts of various official agencies concerned with land. The 
advisory and legislative committee is composed of representatives of 
the major farm organizations, associations concerned with forests and 
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conservation, and other national organizations that have a direct 
interest in the land problem 

These committees have been at work since their initial meeting in 
February, 1932. They have already made notable progress in de finin g 
objectives, arranging for assembling the extensive factual basis neces¬ 
sary to the development of sotmd conclusLns, formulatii^ tentative 
policies, stimulating local interest in adequate land-use adjustments, 
and aiding in the development of coordinated land-use planning 
programs in individual States. The committees have enlisted the aid 
of the foremost experts on various phases of land use by forming a 
niunber of advisory technical committees. 

It is too early to outline in detail the specific program of land use 
that will emerge from these efforts, but a survey of the r^ge of 
activities of the national committees emphasizes the far-reaching ^d 
helpful adjustments they h-ave under consideration. "While makir® 
plans fi ir the long-time task of developing a comprehensive program, 
the committees have properly given initial attention to some of the 
immediate and pressing questions growing out of the present emer¬ 
gency. Among these is that of tax delinquency, to which I have 
already called attention 

In ti large proportion of the btates the legal procedure for taking 
over tax-delinquent lands needs to be simplified. Steps should be 
taken to classify the land to determine: fl) For what purposes the 
various classes of land should be used, (2) the advisability of perma¬ 
nent retention in public ownership, and (S'! by what agencies these 
lands should be administered. 

The committees recognize that heavy and ill-balanced taxation ^d 
drastic curtailment of income of landowners are l^gely responsible 
for tax delinquency. This in tvun results in a shriii^e of the tax 
base, which further aggrav'ates the tax problem. Consequently, 
steps must be taken to broaden the tax base. At the same time 
economies and readjustments in the structure of local government 
must be made in the light of modem conditions of transportation and 
other phases of community life, and as logically indicated by extensive 
changes in land utilization and ownership. Since severe competition 
between the Federal Government and the States for the various 
available sources of revenue has developed, the committees consider 
that a better-coordinated svstem of Federal-State taxation is essential. 
To this end they have endorsed the Davenport resolution of the last 
session of Congress as a concrete step toward that objective. 

The problem of idle lands is of Federal as well as State concern. 
The conunittees, therefore, are tiymg to develop a Federal-State pro¬ 
gram of land-use planning with immediate reference to the areas 
where tax delinquency is most prevalent. They aim to promote the 
coordination of the efforts of the various Federal and State agencies 
in this undertaking. A beginning has been made in two States— 
Georgia and Minnesota. 

The committees have considered carefully the problem of the back- 
to-the-land movement. A statement deaung with this subject was 
prepared and given wide distribution through the President’s Organi¬ 
zation on Unemployment Relief and through other channels. The 
statement recognized some possiblilities of relief through the estab¬ 
lishment of gardens in or near cities. It declared sound the tendency 
toward the decentralization of industry and the coordination of urban 
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emjgloyment \rith residence in suburban areas for the purpose of pro¬ 
ducing subsistence. On the other hand, the statement warned that 
there are dangers in ill-advised attempts at sporadic setllement or 
colonizing of the unemployed on vacant lands, and stressed the im¬ 
portance of developing adequate facilities for guiding the movement 
along sound lines. To this end a bill, providing for the collaboration 
of tms department with other Federd departments and State and 
local agencies in the guidance of ^ose seeing relief by land settlement, 
was passed by the Senate but failed to pass the House in the last days 
of the session. Some measure of this kind is worthy of serious 
consideration. 

The land-use committees are working on a number of other signifi¬ 
cant problems of adjustment. Steps have been taken to develop 
through the cooperation of Federal and State agencies a classification 
of the Iwds of the United States from the standpoint of physical 
adaptability to the major uses of land. Technical advisory com¬ 
mittees are studying various measures proposed for handling the 
public domain; ^e problem of financial reorganization of distressed 
drainage ^d irrigatrou districts; the^ objectives and scope of public 
land acquisition and the place of various governmental agencies in a 
program of acquisition; the proper dispos^ of foreclosed farm lands; 
the posabili^ of replacing seed loans with a sound system of pro¬ 
duction credit; the needed adjustments in systems of farm organizar 
tion; and the steps necessary to prevent erosion and conserve soil, 
timber, water, and wild-life resources. 

Committee Work Voluntary 

The members of the committees serve without salary. They com¬ 
mand only such resources as they can enlist through the services of 
existing agencies. They nevertheless represent the first and only 
distinct means of coordmating all efforts in solving the problem of 
land utilization—a coordination essential to the rebtuldmg of our 
rural civilization. The task will be long and tedious. But a begin- 

S has been made. Already a number of States are developing State 
-use programs and are coordinating them with the national program. 
The last annual meeting of the American Association for the 
Advancement of Science gave serious consideration to this problem. 
The national and regional farm press is throwing its powerful infiuence 
behind the movement. 

We have laid aside the expansionist philosophy carried forward 
from the pioneer epoch. We are turning now to sormd economic 
planning in agriculture. 

SOIL BROSION 

Erosion has practically destroyed for American agriculture more 
than 21,000,000 acres of land formerly in cultivation. Gullying is 
the visible evidence of the destructive effect of unrestrained rain wash. 
But the impoverishing effects of sheet erosion are far greater than tho^ 
of gullying. This slow process, which carries away a part of the ^il 
during every heavy ram, is gradually diminishing the productive 
capacity of 75 per cent of the crop land in the United States. All the 
crops grown in the United States annually remove about 6,000,000,000 
pounds of plant food from the soil. Erosion annually removes about 
21 times as much. 
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Some 500,000,000 tons of suspended material are discharged into 
the sea by rivers every year. THiat reaches the sea is the finest, most 
minute material. The heavier sand, pebbles, and rocks are stranded 
somewhere along the way to form sand bars, new river bottoms, or 
new banks. For everv ton of sediment that reaches the sea, at least 2 
tons are stranded along the way. At a conservative estimate, 
1,500.000,000 tons of eroded material get into our river channels and 
into the sea every year. To replace all the plant food thus lost 
would, at current "fertilizer prices, cost millions of dollars annually. 
Xo nation in history has permitted its farm lands to waste away as 
rapidly as has the United States. Our agriculture can not withstand 
such losses indefinitely. 

New Program to Combat Erosion 

Three years ago Congress placed on the department the responsi¬ 
bility of working out means for checking these appalling national 
losses. In cooperation with the States the department immediately 
initiated a campaign, national in scope. Experiment stations were 
established in regions where the problem is most serious. Research 
conducted at these stations has produced significant results, particu¬ 
larly in developing practical measures to slow down or control erosion 
losses. Further, the department has aroused farmers to a realization 
of the cost of this form of land depreciation. They are widely adopt¬ 
ing the improved practices announced by our research workers. 

Assistance to the Corn Belt 

It takes nature not less than 400 years to build up 1 inch of the 
rich topsoil characteristic of the rolling parts of the Corn Belt. By 
planting corn continuously in that area, man has permitted erosion 
to remove that inch of topsoil in from 10 to 50 years, depending on 
the steepness of slope. ^ The average depth of topsoil in much of 
this region is about 7 inches. In other words, 2,800 years of soil 
bulling by nature is destroyed by man in little more than two gen¬ 
erations. In certain sections of the Corn Belt, forms of terraces 
improved by our scientists are controlling this washing away of the 
fertile soil from cultivated lands. During the heavv rains of the past 
season losses on unterraced areas under observation are estimated 
to have been from 50 to 100 times as much as losses on areas pro¬ 
tected by terraces. 

For use in areas of limited rainfall there has been developed a cultiva¬ 
tor that digs 10,000 holes per acre. On lands of gentle slope, in addi¬ 
tion to preventing soil washing, these holes hold back and conserve 
the rain water to the extent of 20,000 to 30,000 gallons an acre. This 
scarification process, which can be done as cheaply as ordinary culti¬ 
vation, enormously increases the absorption of water and at the same 
time reduces erosion fosses. ^ The loss of rain water from areas in 
western Kansas cultivated with this machine has amounted to onlv 
1.5 per cent of the total precipitation as against 34 per cent from 
untreated areas immediately adjacent. ^ This machine will undoubt¬ 
edly find an important place in the Nation’s program of soil con¬ 
servation. 

An ine^enave method of controlling small gullies has been worked 
out and is being rapidly adopted by tanners. It consists of filling 
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old fertilizer sacks with sod and placing them in the bottoms of 
shallow washes. The pass roots go through the sacks, take hold of 
the ground and quickly establish effective dams. 

Strip Cropping and Other Developments 

In a number of regions, strip crop]ping as a supplement to terracing 
has been tried out with highly satisfactory results. This practice 
consists of running terrace hnes, plowing along these lines and then, 
where the terrace would otherwise be constructed, planting strips 
of densely growing feed or grain crops which tend to arrest the loss 
of soil and water. In the South, cotton and other row crops are 
planted on the contours parallel to the strips; thus each row serves 
as a miniature terrace to check the flow of water and to cause more 
of it to sink into the soil. As soon as the crop on the strips is har¬ 
vested the land it occupied is available for terrace construction, 
making it po^ible to terrace during late summer and fall when 
usually there is ample time for such work. Many farmers, though 
realizing the urgent need for protecting their land, do not find the 
time opportune for constructing the needed terraces. The planting 
of soil-saving strip crops is very simple and involves practically no 
additional farm expense. The strips rive considerable protection 
to the land and preserve the terrace unes so that the structures 
may be built at a later date. 

Investigators havQ found that vegetation of the thick-growing 
tjrpe enormously slows down erosion and run-off and that the humus 
added to the soil in crop rotations also very materially lessens the 
losses. These findings show that soil-holding and water-retaining 
crops must be given a more important place in the agriculture of 
some regions if soil productivity is to be maintained. 

In the South Atlantic and Gulf States the value of winter cover 
crops as a supplement to terraces has been demonstrated. In the 
piedmont sections of North Carolina bare plots are losing soil 80 
times more rapidly than similar plots on which Lespedeza is being 
grown. Moreover, the plot covered with Lespedeza has lost only 
9 per cent of the rainfall as against 26 per cent lost by the bare plot. 

Accelerated erosion causes great damage to some of our major 
wateraheds. On the Eio Grande watershed in New Mexico, serious 
gullying in addition to excessive sheet erosion occurs on 35 per cent 
of the drainage area. On the Colorado River in Utah, Colorado, and 
Wyoming 50 per cent of the drainage area shows such erosion. 

investigations have showed that the litter on the ground beneath 
the forests he^s the soil to absorb water and so to reduce run-off 
and erosion. Califomia tests demonstrated erosion from bare soils to 
be as much as 3,500 times greater than that from litter-covered soils 
and the surface run-off to be as much as 24 times greater. A forest- 
covered watershed preserves the regularity of stream flow and fur¬ 
nishes water free from silt. 

Erosion is responsible for a startling reduction in the underground 
water supply. It is this reserve water supply that makes stream 
flow possible and farming feasible, and sustains production and 
population in the greater part of the settled country. 

Uy depositing silt in the streams, erosion pollutes them, and 
menaces public health, fish life, and fishing industries. 

163030®—33-6 
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Erosion can be held largely accountable for disastrous floods on 
the one hand, and droi^ht on the other. 

Silt deposited in major streams can render great investments in 
power and irrigation reservoirs useless after a very few years. It 
can likewise impede navigation during low stages of water and aggra¬ 
vate flood conditions at mgh stages. 

Much Erosion Preventable 

Research shows that much of this damage to our soil and om 
water supply can be prevented. We can so alter cultural methods in 
farming as "to increase percolation of water into the soil, returning 
to the soil every available bit of organic matter, terracing and strip 
cropp^ to impede the rate of run-off. Gudying can be prevented 
by soil-saving dams. Cultivation on slopes of more than a given 
steepness can be suspended. Pastures too steep to be grazed with¬ 
out erosion can be converted into wood lots, or at least allowed a 
rest from too-intensive grazing. We can make it a matter of general 
policy to discourage the cultivation or overgrazing of lands too steep 
to escape erosion except when protected by a cover of vegetation. 

It may be wise to develop our national-forest policy to provide for 
maintenance of a dense forest or grass cover on critical watersheds 
that have regional or national importance. When State and national 
finances permit, it may be wise to extend our forest policy to cover 
soils subject to excessive erosion. Similarly, grazing must be ref¬ 
lated on the western ranges of our remaining public domain in order 
to prevent disastrous erosion. 

ft is high time we stemmed the destructive tide. Because land 
scarcity has never been a problem with us, because overexpansion 
of the'cultivated area is even now a blight on our agriculture, we 
can not therefore if ore soil erosion. There is neither economic gain 
nor social wisdom in permitting our land resources to be heedlessly 
destroyed, regardless of whether our land supply is scarce or abundant. 
Though there are millions of acres of arable land still unfarmed in 
this country, much of it would require costly drainage, irrigation, or 
clearing. As we now see the future, a sound national policy of land 
use does not call for expansion of our cultivated area, least of all by 
these costly means. ^ It would be poor economy to allow our estab¬ 
lished farms to deteriorate, simply because other lands could be had. 

Erosion strikes at the vitals ol civilization. It is the problem of 
the fa^-mer, the fisherman, the builder of waterways and reservoirs, 
the business man, the legislator—^the problem, in short, of every 
thinking citizen of the Nation. In part an individual problem for 
the farmer, it is also in large part a problem for community, State, 
and national action. In the permanent improvement of waterways 
and water supply, in the conservation of soil resources, in our attempts 
to achieve a balanced agricultural production, and to maintain an 
industrial civilization, our efforts must begin on the land. 

^ It is for that reason that a sound national policy of land utiliza¬ 
tion—of which erosion control is a vital part—^is so basic to a solution 
of our major agricultural problems. 

The interest bemg displayed by fmrmers in the regions where the 
department’s erosion control work is being conducted gives ample 
proof that the move made by the Government to stop this devastating 
waste is being recognized as a major one to save for agriculture its 
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basic resources. In Texas alone during 1931 more than 1,000,000 
acres of crop land were terraced. 

NATIONAL FORESTS 

One-fourth of the land area of the United States is forest land. The 
department is directly concerned with the problems of rehabilitat- 
ing, protecting, and developing all the resources on this vast acre¬ 
age, whether it be publicly or privately owned. 

So far as the national forests are concerned, they are being so 
administered as to maintain and develop their resources for the bene¬ 
fit of the general public. During the year the gross area of the 
national forests was increased by 963,674 acres and the net area by 
573,004 acres, so that the department is now managing a total of 
161,360,691 acres for the production of timber and the stabilization 
of stream flow. The major increases resulted from the acquisition of 
98,832 acres by land exchanges and of 362,075 acres by purchases 
under the Weeks law and the Clarke-McXary law, at an average 
price of $3.34 per acre. Since the Weeks law was approved on IVlarch 
1, 1911, the Jsational Forest Reservation Commission has approved 
the purchase of 4,727,680 acres of forest land at a total cost of 
$21,203,021.93, or an average of $4.49 per acre. The national for¬ 
ests are 147 in number and are situated in 32 States and 2 Territories. 

Increased activity in forest planting occurred during the year, the 
total area reforested by all agencies, Federal, State, and private, 
amounting to 155,266 acres, as compared with 138,970 acres in the 
preceding year. Artificial reforestation work during the year cov¬ 
ered more than 26,000 acres of national-forest land. Although this 
w’as only a fraction of the tot^ area in need of planting, it was the 
largest ever planted in the national forests in one year. This accom¬ 
plishment was largely due to lower planting costs per acre. In addi¬ 
tion, the department cooperated with 37 States and 2 Territories in 
producing and distributing trees to farm owners for reforestation of 
farm woodlands and for windbreak and shelterbelt planting. More 
than 25,000,000 trees were distributed under this project. 

The national forests last year provided recreation for 32,228,613 per¬ 
sons—the largest number of visitors ever recorded. Nearly 8,000,000 
of them visited the forests for camping or picnicking, or as hotel and 
resort guests; the remainder were transient tourists. 

Forest-Fire Protection 

Forest-fire protection becomes increasingly effective in the United 
States. In recent years weather conditions have been adverse. In 
fact, in every year except one since 1918 there has been a shortage of 
rain and snow in the national forests. Yet in 193ff the area burned 
on the national forests was the smallest since they were established. 
In 1931, though unusual drought prevailed, the national-fore.«t area 
lost by fire was only slightly more than the average loss for the pre¬ 
vious five years. With so much imemployment in the coxmtry, the 
danger of forest fires from carelessness and incendiarism is ^eater 
than usual. The emergency measures taken, however, have so far 
been effective. The department has developed new technical proc¬ 
esses and mechanical aids for fighting fires. It has constructed ex¬ 
tensive improvements to facilitate forest protection, including tmck 
and horse trails, telephone lines, lookout structures, and other devices. 
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It conducts education to impress users of the forests mth the neces¬ 
sity for being careful with fires. 

Cooperation with the States and with private forest-land owners 
during the vear extended fire protection to 243,039,125 acres of pri¬ 
vate forest lands. More than 216,000.000 acres, however, were stiH 
without organized protection. It is significant that more than 87 per 
cent of the countrv’s total acreage losses from fire last year were on 
lands that do not have organized protection. 

Grazing Fees Reduced 

As a measure of relief to the livestock industry in the Western 
States, the department reduced the fees for grazing livestock on the 
national forests by 50 per cent for the year 1932. Users of the 
national forests benefited by more than 81,000,000. The number of 
livestock grazed on national-forest I’anges did not declme substan¬ 
tially during the year, though the number of livestock in the coun¬ 
try as a whole declined. The department provided 25,700 permit¬ 
tees 'with range for nearly 14,000,000 domestic animals. 

Part of the money appropriated for the administration, protection, 
and improvement of the national forests asssted the range livestock 
industry. Approximately $120,000 was used for range improvements. 

WJXD-LIFE REFUGES 

The third year of administration of the migratory-bird conservation 
act of 1929, providing for the acquisition of lands for migratory-bird 
refuges, witnessed constructive accomplishments. The Migratory 
Bird Conservation Commission authorized the department to lease or 
purchase 40,978 acres for bird refuges, and Executive orders recom¬ 
mended by the department withdrew 42,984 acres of public domain 
for the same purpose. The department has now purchased 79,793 
of the 139.981 acres thus far authorized to be acquired, and has 34,326 
acres imder lease pending title conveyance. In addition it has 
acquired 114,572 acres, chiefly by cession, gift, and Executive order, 
making a total of more than 250,000 acres thus far acquired or in 
process of acquisition imder the refuge program. At the close of the 
year there were 16 refuges established in 14 States, at an average cost 
to the Government of $4.38 an acre. Every major area in the United 
States of importance for migratory-bird refuge purposes has been 
examined, and all but eight States have passed acts enablii^ the 
Federal Government to acquire refuge lands within their borders. 

Within the national forests there are 289 State game refuges and 24 
Federal refuges, which have a total area of 23,868,817 acres. Under 
this protection the game is steadily increaring and the resource is 
providing larger incomes to the States and local communities from the 
fees for hunting. The census of game animals in the national forests 
in 1931 showed 12,725 antelope, 50,596 black or brown bears, 3,747 
grizzly bears, 969,330 deer, 96,905 elk, 7,835 moose, 22,262 mountain 
goats, and 12,555 mountain sheep. 

In addition to the refuges on national forests and to those being 
acquired under the migratory-bird conservation act for the protection 
of game birds, there are under the jurisdiction of the department 
nearly 1^ areas that serve to protect tne breeding and feeding grounds 
of sea birds and other interesting species and to conserve big-game 
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and fur animals. These areas have for the most j)art been reserved 
from the public domain, though some have been enlai^ed by acqui¬ 
sition of private holdings as authorized by law. 

Among the larger of these is the Bear River Migratory Bird Refuge, 
Utah. This is an area of 64,255 acres on the north shore of Great 
Salt Lake, the bormdaries of which were established by Executive 
order of September 26, 1932. Game birds that concentrate on these 
marshes frequent also 14 adjacent States in the Great Basin and 
Rocky Mountain region and travel as far away as Canada and 
Mexico. The Upper Mi^issippi River "Wild life and Fish Refuge, 
which extends for 300 nules on both sides of the river in the four 
northernmost States of its course, is administered jointly by this 
department and the Department of Commerce. Smaller bird refuges 
are maintained by the department in important parts of the former 
domain of the various species along coasts, in l and waterways, and 
elsewhere in the United States, and in Puerto Rico, Hawaii, and 
Alaska. 


SERVICES GROWING OUT OF RESEARCH 

Numerous service functions grow out of the department’s research. 
Thus campaigns to eradicate or control animal and plant pests are 
based upon research. Educational extension is the application of 
research; it begins with research and becomes a service activity in 
the extension process. Crop reporting obviously involves both 
research and service. It is the same with plant-quarantine work, 
wild-life conservation, forest protection, seed verification, meat 
inspection, and many other activities. 

How research develops into service appears strikingly in the work 
of the Weather Bureau. This bureau forecasts the weather, issues 
storm warnings, displays weather and flood signals for the benefit of 
agriculture, commerce, and navigation, and maintains a network of 
repNorting stations to assist aviation. All this depends on meteoro¬ 
logical science. 


FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 

One of the most notable advances in service work in recent years 
is the department’s efforts to aid agriculture dispose of its exportable 
surpluses by supplying through its foreign agricultural service valua¬ 
ble information on foreign-market opportunities, preferences, supply, 
demand, prices, and so on. 

American agriculture is adjusted to produce heavily for export. In 
recent years tte United States has exported about naif its cotton, a 
fifth of its wheat, half its rye, a third of its tobacco, a third of its 
lard, and substantial proportions of its rice, pork, and fruit. No 
matter how much may be done to keep surpluses within bounds, it 
goes without saying that this country will want a foreign outlet for 
many products mdefinitely. 

In times like these, when foreign markets contract, producers are 
as much interested in keeping them open as in not swamping them. 
Production adjustments and increased selling enterprise must be twin 
supports. As many old outlets must be retained and as many new 
ones opened as possible. The need for reducing exports is no rea^n 
for losing interest in fore^ markets. All fanners, even those with 
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the broadest home markets and the least competition, suffer when 
commodities intended for export back up into home-trade channels. 
This is the situation now, as I showed in some detail in my last annual 
report. 

Therefore, the department is increasing its efforts to assist farmers 
in correctly appraismg factors of competition and demand in foreigp 
countries that affect the outlet for their products. The work is 
principally informational. The department advises United States 
cotton growers on developments affecting the foreign demand for 
American cotton. It reports regularly on the activity of foreign cot¬ 
ton nulls, the economic position and buying power of various markets, 
the stocks of cotton and cotton goods on hand, the competition of 
foreign producers. In like manner, the department gathers informa¬ 
tion on wheat, feed ^ains, meat products, wool, tobacco, oilseeds, 
fruits, and other products from all parts of the world, and presents 
this informatioii to famaers and others in a usable form. The profit¬ 
ableness of this trade depends enormously on timely and reliable 
information. 

Trade Currents Constantly Shifting 

Trade cuirents in the great staples have shifted greatly since the 
war. *Vinerican exports of cotton to northwestern Europe have 
declined in actual quantities and in proportion to total United States 
exports. Since 1929 American shipments of wheat and hog products 
have declined also. On the other hand the post-war period has seen 
a great increase in agricultural export trade with the Orient. In the 
five years 1927-1931 the Orient took more than 13.7 per cent of the 
agricultural exports of the United States, compared with only about 
3 per cent in the five years preceding the war. Shipments of cotton 
and tobacco to Japan and China have increased enormously. T^eat 
exports to those coimtries have also grown, reflecting a tendency in 
Japan and in parts of China to substitute wheat for rice in the met. 
Important outlets for some farm products of the United States are 
being developed in the tropical regions of Latin America. Though 
these areas can not purchase anv great proportion of the exportable 
surplus of the United States, trade with them has possibilities of great 
expansion, like the trade with the older markets, it needs to be 
founded on accurate, comprehensive, and regular information on 
demand and competition. In recent years the facilities of the depart¬ 
ment for meeting this need have been much improve. 

Service Aids Fruit Producers 

Fruit has stri k i ng ly resisted the general downward trend in Ameri¬ 
can agricultural exports. Though it has decreased somewhat in the 
last year or two, the volume of the export trade in fruit remains twice 
as great as it was before the war. Tliis is a particularly noteworthy 
achievement considering the growth of world competition in the fruit 
trade and the tendency of man;!r countries to restrict their fruit 
imports. ^ Apples are the principal item in our fresh-fruit export trade. 
In exporting apples successfully, exporters need facilities for getting 
high-quafity fruit to distant markets in good condition and siifficient 
iniormation about market conditions. 

^ This latter requirement the department helps to supply through 
Its foreign agricultural service. The department's fruit spedal&t 
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regulaxly and frequently visits all the principal fruit-receiving ports 
of northwestern ESurope and reports on the condition of fruit ship¬ 
ments from the United States. He also sends weekly cables during 
the marketing season, giving detailed and specific information on 
supplies of fruit on hand and due to arrive. Formerly receipts of 
American barrelled apples in the United Kingdom varied greatly and 
prices fluctuated in close sympathy vdth the receipts. A survey just 
prior to the depression showed the prices averaged around $8 a barrel 
when semimonthly receipts were 25,000 barrels; rose to $10 when 
receipts dropped to 5,000 barrels; but dropped to an average of 
aroimd $4.50 when receipts amounted to 30,000 barrels. On learning 
these facts, Uppers and growers began to regulate their shipmente 
better. Indiviclual shippers receive reports with suggestions and rec¬ 
ommendations in regard to their s^pments. The information is 
definite and detailed. Should a shipper wish to export Winesap 
apples of a certam size and grade, he gets a report on what that par¬ 
ticular variety, size, and grade has recently brought on the European 
market. 

Helping Tobacco Producers 


How the department aids the American exporter can be shown by 
the work done on tobacco. This country exports about a third of the 
tobacco it produces; it exports more than 50 per cent of its production 
of some types of tobacco. The trade shifts constantly in response 
to chaises in the consumption of different types and grades of tobacco 
in foreign countries. Some of the changes result from changes in 
fiscal policies, Othem reflect changes in the habits of consumers. 
Many countries are increasing their domestic production of tobacco 
so as to be less dependent on imports. American tobacco growers 
and importers must know about these conditions. Accordingly, the 
foreign agricultural service furnishes current reports on the conditions 
of supply and demand in foreign markets, and on changes in tobacco 
consumption. As in the case of the fruit trade, the reports are highly 
specific. They give growers and shippers such facts, as, for example, 
that most European countries want tobacco with a low nicotine con¬ 
tent; that more attention to the production of wrapper grades would 
probably pay since these grades are difl&cult to displace; and that 
certain types of tobacco face competition so strong that the demand 
wiU declme unless the quality improves. 

Information intended to strengthen our agricultural e: 5 port trade 
emphasizes quality considerations. Price is the principal factor 
determining export sales of the great staples such as cotton and wheat. 
Quality considerations are nevertheless of great importance even to 
these commodities; in the case of fruits, tobacco, meats and meat 
products, and other commodities, the quality factor is often primary. 
The foreign information service furnishes growers and exporters with 
specific details on how they may meet ttie various foreign-market 
requirements. 


FEDERAL STANDARDS AND GRADES 

Besides serving as a guide to improving the quality of farm prod¬ 
ucts, as shown under the section on research, Federal standards for 
farm products and Federal supervision of grading services effect 
many savings for agriculture. They facilitate marketing to the ben¬ 
efit of producer, middleman, and consumer. Federal standards afford 
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a uniform national yardstick \rherewilh to measure variations in the 
quality of farm products as a basis for trading. These standards, by 
expressing gradations of quality in a common trade language, widen 
the distribution of farm products, promote confidence among buyers, 
reduce marketing costs, furnish a definite basis for market quotations 
and market-news sei vices, and help farmers to get prices that reflect 
more fairly the quality of their products and the state of the markets. 

In our wheat export trade, Federal standar^ation is the basis of 
delivery contracts. In domestic transactions it protects the ^ower. 
This is well illustrated by what happens when the wheat crop in any 
community, instead of being ^adedf, sells at a flat price for average- 
run wheat. The buyer fixes ms price to cover his hazards in handling 
damp, smutty, weather-damaged, or otherwise off-gi*ade deliveries. 
The necessary discount depresses the price. Producers whose wheat 
is above average quality lose hea\dly. Marketing under Federal 
standards, and under the jDrotein tests made by State and private 
protein-testing laboratories in the important grain markets, prevents 
such losses. Buyers will commonly pay premiums of from 2 to 10 
cents a bushel for wheat of high grade, and premiums of 5 to 15 cents 
a bushel for wheat of exceptionailv high protein content. 

Because cotton-classifying facilities are not yet adequate at all 
coxmtry markets, growers of superior fiber often fiave to accept prices 
no higher than those paid to growers of poor fiber. When the supe¬ 
rior cotton is graded and assembled in commercially important 
quantities at the central markets, however, it commands a premium. 

Grading Promotes Export Trade 

American rice enjoys a favorable position in European markets 
because it is standardized and reliably graded. In 1929 and the first 
half of 1930, while Asiatic rice was declimng in price in London, United 
States rice advanced in price. ^ This was largely because buyers had 
(confidence in United States rice standards and inspection services. 
Fruit exports from this coimtry benefit similarly from the existence of 
dependaole standardization and grading services. Wherever growers 
market their products ui^raded, buyers tend to quote and pay average 
prices. Occasionally this average price may exceed the true market 
value of the lower-grade deliveries, but it will almost invariably be 
less than the market value of the top-quality deliveries. The system 
discourages high quality production. 

Recent Improvements in Grading 

In response to a growing demand, the department has extended its 
commoditv-standar<iization work during the last few years. It has 
fomulated standards for about 30 additional crops including tomatoes, 
spinach, cherries, apples, and com for canning. It has revised many 
of the earlier stand^ds in accordance with modem trade practices 
and has conducted investigations of protein tests for wheat and oil 
tests for flaxseed and soybeans. It has developed and applied 
various mechanical and chemical tests for dete rminin g the quafity of 
various products. An improved cotton-fiber sorting machme meas¬ 
ures cotton-fiber lengths with extreme accuracy. Another machine 
tests the strength of the fibers. One new electrical device measures 
the moisture content of grain, doing in 30 seconds what used to take 
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40 minutes. Technical tests determine the sugar content of grapes 
and the maturity of citrus fruits. A gravity method shows the matu¬ 
rity of cantaloupes. In grading canned fruits and vegetables a pressure 
gai^e indicates the vacuum condition of the can. Hydrometers 
measure the density of sirups, salinometers test brine solutions, and 
penetrometers show the consistency of such products as canned 
pumpldn. Mechanical devices register the ripeness of canned com. 
A pressure tester reveals the maturity of plums, apples, and pears. 
A colorimeter measures color in hay, cotton, and honey, in which color 
is an important quality factor. Eventually, most of the dependence 
on personal judgment or skill in farm-commodity jading may be 
eliininated, and grading will become increasingly uniform under all 
conditions. 

Increased Use of Standards 

The use of Federal standards has increased materially. In the 
fiscal year 1929, the total inspections, on a permissive basis, of fruits 
and vegetables at shipping points and receiving markets amounted 
to 266,831 car lots. In 1932 the total inspections amounted to 
335,649 car lots. In 1929, 75 cotton classifiers held licenses issued by 
the department. In 1932 the number had increased to 262. Soybean 
inspection increased from 733 car lots in 1929 to 5,564 car lots in 1932. 
Federal grades and grading services became available for certain 
canned fruits and vegetables in 1932. It was applied to more than 
2,000.000 dozen cans. 

Beef Grading 

The demand for the department’s beef grading and stamping service 
increased about 78 per cent over that of the previous year. The 
service was applied to 183,784,000 pounds of beef. Packera and 
slaughterers paid for it, and this fact reflected the grovring insistence 
of consumers for graded beef. Under this arran^ment the depart¬ 
ment certifies the quality of beef accordii^ to Federal standards. 
Various tangible benefits result. Consumers more willingly pay 
premiums for high-quality beef when they know' dependably wnat 
they are buying. Growlers profit from the stimulus thus given to the 
quality market. They have also an additional incentive to produce 
high-quality beef. Beef grading and stamping service is now avail¬ 
able at New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washin^n, 
Bi^alo, Erie, Detroit, Chicago, Sioux City, Omaha, Kansas City, 
Topeka, Wichita, and St. Louis. 

Tobacco Grading 

Tobacco grading increased materially during the year. Inspectors 
graded 61,250,000 pounds of tobacco on the open market and 55,000,- 
000 pounds for cooperative associations. They did grading at 75 
auction warehouses and 57 cooperative receiving stations. The 
department reported the stocks of tobacco in the hands of dealers 
and manufacturers at quarterly intervals. It started market reports 
on tobacco sales at several points in the southeastern territo^. 
Previously tobacco men had comparatively little detailed information 
about their industiy. 
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CROP ESTIMATES 

Fanners, aealers, railroads, bankers, economists, and legislators 
showed unusual interest during the year in the department's crop 
and Kvestock reports. Buyers and sellers closely watched the monthly 
forecasts and estimates and welcomed ejfforts by the department to 
increase the accuracy and scope of its crop and nvestock information 
services. The cotton reports of 1931, xmder extremely unusual crop- 
growing conditions, proved surprisingly accurate. The first forecast 
of the season was much at variance with private trade estimates. As 
the season advanced, however, the official forecasts were confirmed. 
This result attested the value of new forecasting methods and prin¬ 
ciples developed within the last few years. These methods involve 
complex relationship studies of the weather, acreage, prices, and other 
factors. They underwent a severe test in the unusual and widely 
divergent conditions in the 1930 and 1931 cotton seasons. The r^ 
corded data for these two seasons, by enlarging the scope of conditions 
observed, vull help future crop forecasting greatly. 

In the last year the department compared its previous crop esti¬ 
mates with the census enumeration of the crops of 1929. In prac¬ 
tically all the major crops it found a close agreement between its own 
estimates and the census data. The 1929 wheat-acreage estimate, for 
example, was 2 per cent below the census. The wheat-production 
estimate was only slightly below the census. The corn-acreage esti¬ 
mate was about 2 per cent above the census. 

The department s crop-reporting service devoted more attention 
to the frmt crops, and issued regular and special reports. It gathered 
new statistics on the production and utilization of milk and furnished 
other inportant information to the dairy industry. It adapted these 
reports as nearly as possible to dairymen's need of ciurent imormation 
on trends in muk production and on adjustments taking place in the 
dairy industry. Reports on poultry and eggs, issued at regular inter¬ 
vals, met the practical needs of poultrymen. Livestock reporting 
inade progress. An important innovatiohwas the issuance of tenta¬ 
tive estimates instead of percentages to indicate the size of the pig crop 
and the number of sows expected to farrovr. 

SERVICES IN HOME ECONOMICS 

The department helped families in both town and country to safe¬ 
guard their health, maidng scientific knowledge about food available 
m a usable form.^ At the request of the American Red Cross and 
agencies dealing with drought and unemployment relief, it maintained 
a special service on low-cost diets. Restricted or imbalanced diets 
often cause pellagra and rickets and leave their trace in many other 
less conspicuous abnormal conditions. 

Emergency Food Program 

The diet service^ showed how the food dollar may best be used to 
provide the essentials of nutrition. 

Research in dietary requirements for proteins, starches, sugars, 
fats, vitamins, and minems shows what to eat and how to get the 
best possible balance of diet under the circumstances confronfiig the 
people for whom this service is primarily intended. Such knowfedge 
the department made available last year to millions who used it to 
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conserve health and strength against the inroads of declining income. 
It presented the facts concretdy—in definite quantities of milk and 
other dairy products, cereals, meat, eggs, fats, and sweets. Then it 
divided the food dollar and ^signed a proportion to each of the main 
food groups. Thus it was a simple matter for families or relief agencies 
to check their expenditures against the standard for a balanced diet. 
Anyone seeing for the first time a menu thus prepared might think of 
it as just a menu. It was reaUy a channel tlmough which flowed 
vitally important scientific knowledge. 

Relief agencies, agricultural workers, and individuals used more 
than 1,000,000 copies of the department’s bulletins and charts on 
low-cost food. Many welfare organizations reprinted the material. 
Producers as well as consumers benefited, because press releases 
called attention to the seasonal price fluctuations of eg^, fresh 
fruits, and vegetables, and helped to stimulate demand during peak 
production. 

Permanent Program 

In thus disseminating food knowledge, the department desired not 
merely to help families tide over the depression. It sought to perma¬ 
nently increase health and well-being. The end of production is 
consumption. It is riot inteUigent to emphasize efficiency in pro¬ 
duction while neglecting efficiency in consumption. There is as much 
room for improvement m the one as in the other. Pood articles lose 
much of their value when poorly cooked or improperly combined. 
The loss is not merely a money loss. It is a loss m human efficiency. 
The nation pays, in sickness and depleted physical energy, the 
enormous cost of its ignorance about food. This cost is not coimned 
to people of small incomes. Malnutrition exists also among the well- 
to-do. The remedy is to make people better informed on what science 
has discovered about food. Malnutrition and the ills that go with 
it are wholly preventable among people of moderate incomes, and 
largely preventable even among the poor. 

Curing the year investigators gathered new material on the chemi¬ 
cal composition and vitamin content of different food materials, and 
fumishea data to dietitians, food manufacturers, and farmers. The 
information thus distributed tends to bring production technic into 
harmony with consumption requirements. 

Home Canning 

As an aid to the well-balanced diet, farm women and city women 
in communities with home-garden projects canned and preserved 
large quantities of fruits and vegetables in ways recommended by 
the department. Some States organized household preseiwation of 
foods as part of a live-at-home proCTam and in many localities farm 
women clubbed together to buy me necessary equipment. Three 
States reported a total of nearly 15,000,000 containers of fruits and 
vegetables canned as part of ‘ ‘ save-the-surj)!^ ’ ’ projects. Sometimes, 
however, in their zeal to save large quantities of food, relief workers 
and individuals asked tib.e department to recommend the canning of 
com, strii^ beans, and the other nonacid vegetables, by the easy 
method used with tomatoes and acid fruits. Studies on the bacteria 
in home-caimed foods prove this unsafe. The department therefore 
issued repeated warnings to home canners urging the processing of all 
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vegetables except tomatoes in the steam-pressure canner. By this 
timely distribution of home-canning directions backed up by scientific 
research, the department helped women to save large quantities of 
perishable foods. 

Textiles 

Quite as timely was the information on the use of textiles sent in 
response to the demand of both farm and city women who sought 
particulars of the department’s investigations of new uses for cotton 
and wool in clothing, new hygienic designs for children’s clothing, 
and the relation between clothmg and health. Unquestionably^ for 
example, proper dressing helps to control the common cold in c^dren. 
Eight manufacturing companies now make patterns for children’s 
clothing from 29 designs developed by the department, and textile 
milla manufactured new types of cotton fabrics suggested as more 
suitable for children’s clothing than those formerly on the market. 

Last year the department prepared several exhibits on children's 
clothing". They accommodated only half the requests received from 
universities, mirsery schools, public-health clinics, parent-education 
classes, and merchandizing departments of retafi stores. In several 
States, extension groups and nursing associations made duplicate 
sets of the exhibits. Manufacturers showed increasing interest in 
the work. 

Quality studies on different grades of cotton and wool woven into 
such staple household fabrics as sheets and blankets yielded results 
equally valuable to textile users, manufacturers, and growers. These 
studies completely cover the cycle of textile production and con- 

S tion and show how grade of fiber influences the durability of the 
ed fabric when it is put to actual use. 

EXTENSION AND INFORMATION 

Through the Extension Sepice the department communicated to 
farmers and others the practical resxdts of its investigations in 
cultural technic, agricultural economics, and home economics. This 
is a many-sided activity involving cooperation with the State agri¬ 
cultural colleges, State extension services, and State experiment 
stations. It is continuous. Ehowledge gained in reseai'ch influences 
farmers eveiywhere through farm demonstrations, lectures, public 
meetings, motion pictures and exhibits, agricultural fairs, club proj¬ 
ects organized under local leadership, farmers’ short courses at the 
agricultural colleges, and many otner channels. Extension work 
covers every phase of farming from soil preparation to harvesting 
and marketing and various aspects of home making. It emphasizes 
old truths as weU as new, so that farm practice may be brought as 
closely as possible into^ harmony with farm science. During the last 
^cal year, the extension service gave special attention to crop-ad¬ 
justment problems, marketine, and ways of supplementing and con¬ 
serving farm incomes.^ It aiaed in extending production loans from 
congresponal appropriations made in 1931; I have already reported 
how this credit was made available. 

Guided by information furnished through the Extension Service, 
farmers made important crop readjustments. They reduced their 
acreages of some crops and increased the acreages of others. Survevs 
indicated that in the Cotton Belt 21 per cent of the farmers and in 
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the wheat belt 22 per cent used the department’s outlook information. 
They combined technical with economic information in such a manner 
as in many cases to increase their profits and in other cases to reduce 
losses. Extension workers stressed the importance of improred 
seed, correct fertilization, up-to-^ate methods of cultivation, disease 
and insect control, and the feeding, management, housing, and sani¬ 
tation of livestock. As bearing more directly upon marketing, they 
urged proper grading, handling, and packaging of products, and 
pomted out opportimities for timing and distributing shipments 
eflSciently. 

Some Extension Achievements 

A few specific examples will illustrate the general character of 
extension work. 

Tomato growers in Cumberland County, N. J., on the advice of 
extension agents, planted their tomatoes earlier. The change in 
the time of plantmg gave an increase in yields estimated to be 
worth $20 to $24 an acre. Poultry raisers in Sullivan County, Ind., 
reduced the mortality of baby chicks 16 per cent by following Exten¬ 
sion Service recommendations. On this one item" alone they saved 
about $3,000 during a season. Growers of early potatoes along the 
Atlantic seaboard ordered and timed their shipments throughout the 
season to maintain a stable price level. They received each day, by 
wire and telephone, information about shipments, market receipts, 
and prices. In New Hampshire, a survey showed that local 
markets were not using locally grown potatoes. The Extension 
Service helped growers in a marketing campaign which sold 100,000 
bushels of New Hampshire potatoes for local consumption. 

One case goes back to a survey of daiiying possibilities made 10 
years ago in Boyd Coimty, Pa. The survey indicated the existence 
of a local demand for better-quality^ milk. Accordingly, extension 
workers assisted the farmers in obtaining good cows, modem dairy 
equipment, and purebred bulls, and in organizing a dairy-herd improve¬ 
ment association. Last year the income from dairying in this county 
was $250,000, compared with $50,000 a decade earlier. 

The Extension Service helped in the organization of 1,710 new 
cooperative-marketing associations during the year. It gave in¬ 
struction to members and nonmembers in standardizing, grading, 
and packing farm commodities. In Bucks Coimty, Pa., extension 
workers recommended a farmers' egg auction; one was organized and 
marketed more than $150,000 worth of eggs during the fiscal year. 
Demonstrations in killing, packing, and jading turkeys aided the 
western turkey industry. In four years a Nevada cooperative organi¬ 
zation sold turkeys valued at $544,728. It increased the percentage 
of its turkeys that graded No. 1 from 50 per cent in 1928 to 90 per 
cent in 193L 

Live-at'Home Program 

Extension workers, especially in the South, advocated a live-at-home 
program, which helped farmers and their families to conserve cash 
income. The live-at-home idea spread over the country rapidly. It 
took root in every State and influenced many small towns and 
suburban areas. Its essentials are the growing on the farm of feed 
and food required for home consumption; the more careful buying 
of farm and household supplies; the better care of clothing, furniture, 
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itnd household equipment: and the development of inexpensive 
forms of healthful recreation. Farm gardens in Texas increased 45 
per cent in 1931 over 1930 and the canning of fruits and vegetables 
in that State trebled. Texas farmers produced 75 per cent more 
meat for home consumption. In Charleston County, S. C., two- 
t^ds of the farm women cooperated in a program calling for an 
all-year-round garden, cows to supply the family milk, farm poultry 
floclss, a surplus of poultry and dairy products for local marketing, 
and improvement of home grounds. 

More than 38,000 local groups or clubs of farm women, and more 
than 60,000 boys’ and girls’ 4-H clubs helped in these efforts to aug¬ 
ment and conserve farm incomes. The women’s groups had an 
enrollment exceeding 760,000 and the 4-H clubs an enrollment ex¬ 
ceeding 900,000. Extension agents^ reported that during the year 
farmers and members of their families gave more than 20,000,000 
demonstrations of improved ways of carrying on farm and household 
operations. 

Extension Forestry 

Three leading projects in State extension forestry programs are: 
(1) The management of farm woods for increased returns; (2) the 
establishment of young forests through the planting of idle farm 
lands to trees; f3) the teaching of forestry to rural school children 
through club activities.^ In the last fiscal year the Extension Service 
assisted 9,534 farmers in woodland management. It cooperated in 
7,057 farm-forest plantings, and in the establishment of 4,676 wind¬ 
breaks. It took part in 7,877 junior forestry projects undertaken by 
4-H club members. ^ It helped farmers also with advice in estimating 
timber, marketing timber, protecting wood lots from fire, and pre¬ 
serving timber. The department cooperated with 32 States and 
2 Territories in extension activities to assist farm-woodland owners 
with their timber. 


Publications, Press, and Radio 

In addition to its extension activities, the department furthered its 
educational program by continuing to issue printed publications, to 
broadcast radio programs, and to issue releases to farm journals, news¬ 
papers, trade magazines, and other periodicals. 

New policies put into effect during the latter part of the fiscal year 
1932 are reducing by 30 per cent the cost of disseminating a^cultural 
information. At the same tme the department is continuing its 
efforts to carry forward a function made mandatory in the law whereby 
the institution was created, namely, the diffusion of useful information 
on subjects connected with agriculture in the most general and com¬ 
prehensive sense. ^ The most significant change in information policy 
restricts the free distribution of bulletins. Technical publications are 
now supplied free only to libraries and to some 200 scientists who 
cooperate with the department. The free distribution of popular 
bulletins was reduced 50 per cent. Various periodicals were cut down 
in size. The reprinting of technical publications was discontinued. 
Numerous other economies were effected. 

These economies are mainly temporary expedients necessary in the 
existing fiscal emergency, but some of them are not permanently 
desirable. The Extension Service is handicapped in not having a 
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:3upply of publications to help carry forward its teaching work. 
Cooperating State institutions can not obtain Federal pubucations 
which they need. Valuable research results, obtained at considerable 
cost, can not be published promptly. Farmers and others direct as 
many as 1,000,000 queries a month to the Washington offices of the 
department; popular bulletins, which cost about IJ4 cents each, are 
usually the cheapest and most efficient means of answering this corre¬ 
spondence. When curtailed publication reduces the supply of these 
bulletins, or prevents the pubucatiou of new ones on matters concern¬ 
ing which important information is available, the queries have to be 
answered by letter. The average cost of such letters is about 26 cents. 

Consequently, the department will continue the publication of 
technical bulletins recording the results of basic research and of popu¬ 
lar bulletins for fanners and home makei-s. As before, the popiuar 
bulletins wiE deal with the control of animal and plant pests, the 
development of improved plants and livestock, the improvement of 
quality in farm products by up-to-date cultural practices, the adjust¬ 
ment of farm production to demand, the improvement of UTing stand¬ 
ards through the more efficient utilization of foods and fibers, and other 
subjects of practical importance. Press releases and radio broadcasts 
wiU supplement the publications. Newspapers, farm magazines, and 
other branches of the press give space and the radio broadcasting 
companies give radio tme to the department. Thus the gap between 
discovery and publication is narrowed, and useful information reaches 
the pubfic promptiiy in a usable form. The necessity for these varied 
informational activities appeared last year in an increased demand for 
the department’s publications, press releases, and radio^ broadcasts. 
^eciaUy noteworthy was a larger call for economic information. 
There was an increased demand also for technical information on 
farm costs of production and on stretching the food dollar, on home 
gardening, home canning, and so forth. People everywhere showed 
awareness of the fact that hard times put a premium on scientific 
knowlec^e in all sorts of agricultural, industrial, and domestic 
activities. 

Duri^ the year the department su^ested a plan which, if adopted 
for the Government as a whole, will facilitate the sale of Government 
publications and noay place this desirable type of educational effort 
practicaUy on a self-paying basis. 

SEED VERIFICATION 

For the protection of alfalfa grow-ers, the department, through its 
seed-verification service, certified the regional origin of 85 per cent of 
the alfalfa seed produced in the United States last year. This is 
necessary because alfalfa seed from one locality may not be adapted 
to another. Sixty-five seed dealers in 22 States cooperated with the 
department in maintaining this service. Formerly growers in Mon¬ 
tana, North Dakota, and South Dakota purchased and planted quan¬ 
tities of unadapted southern seed. They lost not merdy the cost of 
the seed, but temporarily the use of the land on which it was planted. 
Throng seed verification, the department last year prevented alfalfa 
seed from tire extreme Southwest from entering the Northwestern 
States for planting. It enabled growers to be sure that alfalfa seed 
they purchased would grow. 
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MEAT INSPECTION 

As in previous yeais, Federal meat inspection protected the health 
of consumers and made possible a large export trade in meats and 
animal products, besides fm’nishing veterinary and economic data 
valuable to the livestock and meat industries. ^ Altogether more than 
77,000,000 food animals were slaughtered duiing the year under the 
sanitary C( editions and rigid veterinary supervision provided by the 
Federal meat-inspection service. This number of animals represents 
nearly a 4 per cent increase over the corresponding number a year ago. 

In "addition to its other public benefits. Federal meat inspection has 
aided materially in raising the plane of animal health, which already 
is high compared with that of most other countries. It has done this 
in two principal ways—by disclosing the localities where various 
diseases and parasites exist and bv providing well-trained inspectors 
for actual disease control and eradication work. Such work is most 
active during warm weather, whereas Federal meat inspection is at 
its peak during the cold months. This condition makes possible and 
desirable the seasonal shifting of trained inspectors to different lines 
of work with resulting economy and efficiency in both meat-inspection 
and disease-control activities. 

FIGHTING DISEASES AND PESTS 
Foot-and-Mouth Disease 

In April, 1932, the United States suffered its tenth invasion of 
foot-and-mouth disease, a foreign livestock scourge. It was stamped 
out in 10 days, largely as a resmt of effective cooperation by aU con¬ 
cerned. None of the previous outbreaks was so guickly eradicated. 

The owner of a garbage-feeding establishment in Orange County, 
Calif., on April 22 reported the death of four hogs and lameness in 
many others among the 4,000 hogs that he had on feed. Veterinari¬ 
ans examined the animals and indicated the possibility of foot-and- 
mouth disease. The^r notified Federal and State oflB.cials, who im¬ 
posed a rigid quarantine. Tests diagnosed the disease positively on 
April 28. The department assigned a force of veterinarians to coop¬ 
erate uith State and county oflSlcials. All affected or exposed animals 
were slaightered and buried. The infection spread to a number of 
premises in Los Angeles County and to one in San Bernardino County. 
It appeared only on ranches where garbage was fed, and affected 
swine, which are very susceptible, livestock were infected on 8 
ranches and exposed to the disease on 19. After using test animals 
to determine that no infection remained, and seeing that the premises 
were cleaned and disinfected, the department lifted the quarantine on 
Aii^t 24. 

pi this outbreak the virus was of low virulence. Nevertheless, it 
might have caused an extensive and costly spread of the disease. 
Had the first report been delayed only 48 hours, hogs from the infected 
ranch would have been ^pped to market and would have infected 
other animals and premises. The densely stocked dairy district of 
Los Angeles was o^y a few miles distant. The United States remains 
the only major livestock country completely free of this deadly 
disease. 
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Tuberculosis—Cattle-Tick Fever 

Fifteer years ago, when the Federal Government, in cooperation 
with the States, began the systematic eradication of bovine tuber¬ 
culosis, the degree of infection amon^ cattle w’as more than 4 per 
cent. On June 1, 1932, the degree of mfection was only 1.4 per cent. 
Out of more than 13,000,000 cattle tested during the last fiscal year, 
only 254,785 proved tuberctilous. Area testing, a method by which 
all cattle in a given area are tested within a short time, continued to 
be effective and economical. At the end of the fiscal year, 1,443 
counties (and part of 1 county m Tennessee and 60 tovTis in Vermont) 
had completed one or more tests of all the cattle within their borders. 
These cotmties and towns vrere officially designated as modified 
accreffited areas. Ei^ht entire States—North Carolina, Maine, 
^lichigan, Indiana, V isconsin, Ohio, Idaho, and North Dakota— 
have been pronounced practically free of bovine tuberculosis. The 
four States last mentioned achieved this distinction dini^ the last 
fiscal year. In most States the demand for tuberculin testing exceeds 
the available facilities. 

In the task of eradicating the cattle tick, the carrier of tick fever, 
the department cooperates with State and county officials and with 
cattle owners in the Southern States. Last year it helped actively 
in vigorous campa^ns in Arkansas^ Florida, and Texas. Federal and 
State agents supervised the inspection or dipping of more than 20,700,- 
000 cattle and 2,057,000 horses and mules. This work permitted the 
release from Federal (quarantine of 7 counties in Arkansas, 6 counties 
anc^arts of 2 others m Florida, and 4 counties and parts of 3 others 
in Texas. The aggregate area released was 16,607 stmare miles. 
At the end of the year, the Federal ^arantine was limited to parts of 
four States—Arkansas, Louisiana, Ilorida, and Texas, 

Stoc^ard Inspections 

Employees of the department in the last fibscal year inspected nearly 
17,000,000 cattle and 30,000,000 sheep at market centers to prevent 
the spread of communicable livestock diseases. They also supervised 
the dipping of large numbers of these animals for the same purpiise. 
They inspected more than 35,000,000 swine, and supervised the im¬ 
munization of large numbers intended for further feeding. As an 
additional means of preventing the spread of livestock diseases, the 
department supervised the disinfection of 17,595 stock cars. It 
caused improved facilities for feeding, watering, and resting livestock 
to be provided at numerous railroad unloading stations. This was 
effected in the administration of the 28-hour law which limits the time 
during which livestock may be confined in railroad cars. 

Barbeny and Blister-Rust Eradication 

During the 13 years that barberry eradication has been in progress 
the average annual loss to wheat from black stem rust in the cooperat¬ 
ing States decrease(l from 57,000,000 bushels for the 5-year period 
1916-1920 to less than 10,000,000 bushels for the 5-year period 1926- 
1930. In 1931 the damage from this disease continued low, amoimt- 
ing in the case of wheat to about 4 889,000 bushels. In some of the 
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north-central and western grain-growing States the remainmg bar¬ 
berries are few and scattered. In other States of the eradication area, 
such as Iowa, Wisconsin, Illinois, Ohio, and Michigan, the bushes are 
numerous. The department endeavors to reduce the expense of 
finding and destroying bushes and to interest property ownera and 
children in the work. Thousands of farmers have had little, if any, 
difficulty with stem ntst since the barberry bushes near their farms 
were erafficated. 

Climatic conditions in 1931 promoted an extensive spread of white- 
pine blister rust in the Eastern States. From the generally infested 
northeastern region the disease spread into the bordering States of 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, and Ohio. It appeared in several 
new places in the Lake States and in one place in Iowa. Forty-five 
additional centers of pine infection appeared in the commercial areas 
of western white pine in northern Idaho. The disease was found on 
currant and gooseberry bushes (Ribes) in southwestern Oregon within 
the range of valuable susceptible forests of si^ar pine. It seems 
certain that the rust will reacn the inain sugar-pine belt of California. 

The department in cooperation with State agencies, has developed 
methods that promise success in protecting the white-pine forests of 
the West from blister rust provided these methods are applied before 
the trees become generally infected. Local control progressed in 
northern Idaho last year. Much more extensive work, however, is 
necessa^. Only widespread control operations can avert a catas¬ 
trophe in the western white-pine regions. White-pine blister rust 
spreads to pine trees only after an intermediate development on cur¬ 
rant and gooseberry bushes. It has been demonstrated in the East 
that these bushes can be suppressed and the pines protected on any 
area where the pine values justify the expense. In ISew England and 
New York, white pine areas f^gregating more than 8,000,000 acres 
have been protected at an avera^cost of 21 cents an acre. The 
control problem is different in the West. It can be solved, neverthe¬ 
less, with the cooperation of Federal and State agencies and pineland 
owners. Failure to protect our white-pine resources against blister 
mst would mean an eventual loss of probably $400,000,000. 

Phony Peach Disease 

Cooperative campaigns for the eradication of the phony peach 
disease had important results in Georgia and Alabama, where the 
ffisease is most severe, and in numerous other States. In lightly 
infected territorv the number of infections was reduced ^m 1 tree in 
5,000 to 1 tree in 16,666. In moderately infected territory it was 
reduced from 1 tree in every 288 to 1 tree in every 430. In heavily 
infected territory it was reduced from 1 tree in every 46 to 1 tree in 
eve^ 90. Growers removed whole orchards in the heavily infected 
territory of Georgia. In addition to Alabama and Georgia infections 
have been found in Arkansas, Illinois, Louisiana, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, ana Texas, and more recently in Missouri 
and Oklahoma. 

Date Scale—Gipsy Moth 

Two important insect^radication projects approached completion 
duiii^ the year. One aimed at the total extermination of the Par- 
latoria date scale in the Southwestern States. This insect, where it 
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becomes firmly established, can not be economically kept imder 
control by indi-ndual growers. Hence, its complete elimination is 
necessary to the maintenance of the date industry, which produces now 
about 3,000,000 pounds of dates annually. The Parlatoria scale was 
introduced accidentally when date culture was started in the Coachella 
and Impeii^ Valleys of California and in the Salt River Valley and 
Yuma district in .Arizona. The department, in cooperation with the 
States concerned, began an extermination campaign 12 years ago. 
The campaign apparently eliminated the PMlatoria scale in Arizona. 
Only 16 infested date palms were found in California. Some fan 
palms and Canary Island palms were foimd infested. But a com¬ 
parison of these figures with those of two years ago, when 621 infested 
palms were foimd, suggests that complete success is near. 

The other pest-eradicationproject that came near complete success 
during the year was a campaign against the gipsy moth in New Jer¬ 
sey. The campaign, which uie department began 10 years ago in 
cooperation with the State, covered an area of 400 square ^es. 
Not siace May, 1929, have any gipsy moths in any stage of their life 
cycle been found in the formei^ infested area. Entomologists believe 
the eradication k complete. The department is conductmg another 
gipsy-moth-eradication campa^n on lx>ng Island in cooperation with 
the State of New York. Except for this infestation, the insect is con¬ 
fined to the New England States. It is being held east of a barrier 
zone only about 30 miles wide, extending from the Canadian border to 
Long Island Sound. The ioseot, despite expensive control operations 
conducted by public and private agencies, causes serious defoliation 
each year. By preventing it from_ spreading west of the barrier zone 
and by cooperating in the extermination of the outside outbreaks in 
New Jersey and Long Island, the department protects the forests of 
the States west and south of New England. 

Pink BoUworm—^Port Quarantines 

The pink boUworm of cotton appeared in southern Florida in the 
spiing of 1932. Fortunately the mfestation was 400 miles distant 
from commercial plantings. The department expects to eradicate the 
insect before it spreads to any of the cotton-growing areas of the 
Southern States. The known mfested area consists of a small patch 
of cultivated cotton near Miami, and a lai^e tract of wild cotton in a 
section of Florida extending from south of IMiami to Key West. 
This insect is one of the most serious cotton pests. It occurs in the 
West Indies, in Mexico, and in the principal cotton-growing areas of 
the Eastern Hemisphere. It has appeared in the United States only 
in a limited area in the Southwest, where eradication efforts are goh^ 
forward. At present the insect does not occur anywhere in the main 
Cotton Belt. 

Port and border quarantine enforcement continues to protect the 
United States against foreign insects and plant diseases, llie depart¬ 
ment intercepted last year nearly 17,000 pests on imported plants and 
plant products. Thrae included more than 12,000 insects, many of 
them highly destructive, such as the fruit fiies. Port inspectors dis¬ 
covered fruit flies in fruits and vegetables in 140 different lots at 
numerous ports of entry. 
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Mechanical Aids to Control 

Sometimes plants and plant products that are infested with pests 
can be safely moTed in commerce after they have been sterilized or 
disinfected. The department has developed many such processes, 
and strives constantly to cheapen and sunplify them. As this is 
accomplished, it becomes possible to lighten qu^antine restrictions 
without lessening their effectiveness, fiecently, in cooperation with 
one of the larger cotton-marketing concerns, the department devel¬ 
oped a machine for destroying pink boUworms in cotton lint. It 
passes lint through rollers at a pressure of about 2,000 poimds per 
square inch. Thi process destroys^ all pink bollworms in the seed 
and saves the cost of fumigation, which is about $1.25 a bale. Other 
investigations developed a method of sterilizing cottonseed, so that 
growers producing particularly good strains within the area regulated 
for the control of the pink boUworm can market their seed in unin- 
fested regions without risk of disseminating the insect. In one area 
growers last spring treated 35 tons of seed by this method. The 
seed brought S60 a ton for planting. Had it been sold for the pro¬ 
duction of oil and meal, it would have brought only from $10 to $12 
a ton. 

The department also developed a method of sterilizing citrus fruit 
in areas mfested the Mexican fruit worm. This permitted the 
shipment of the fruit to uninfested areas. The method was applied 
to 214 carloads. The fruit brought from $1 to $2 more a box than it 
would have brought had it been sold when gathered. This w^as a 
result partly of a favorable change in the market and partly of the 
excellent condition in which the fruit was left by the stei^zation 
process. A gain of from $50,000 to $75,000 on the whole 214 car¬ 
loads was estimated. The department also devised a mechanical 
method of separating Japanese beetles from strii^ beans. ^ This 
Inethod ^ows be^ to be shipped from the regulated areas, without 
risk of disseminating the beetle, costs less than 1 cent a bushel, and 
broadens the market for beans. It can be applied to other products. 

Rodents—Duck Diseases 

toproved methods m predatoiy-animal and rodent control brought 
striking results in various parts of the country. The department, in 
cooperation with the Massachusetts State Agricultural College, estab¬ 
lished a plant for preparing a scientific ready-mixed rat bait. This 
plmt, in the last fiscal year, turned out more than 150,000 cans of 
bait, and sold them at cost to cooperators in a rat-control program. 
Fanners in parts of Florida and other Southern States conducted 
successful campaigns for the control of cotton rats with assistance 
from the department. In the southern part of Dade Coimty, Fla., 
an effective cotton-rat control campaign cost only $600. In this area 
cotton rats had previously damaged crops to the extent of $150,000 
annually. The department furnished special baits for field mice to 
cooperating farmers in New England. As a result, the number of 
trees damaged dropped to 0,1 per cent. Rat-control campaigns in 
several counties of eastern Texas checked the spread by rats of an 
outbreak of typhus fever. 

Dep^tment biologists discovered in 1931 that a disease of ducks 
which is prevalent in many western concentration areas of the wild 
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foT^l is of bacterial ori^. It had previously been considered to be 
of chemicd. origin. This discovery aided the States in con^rvation 
measmes in areas where losses could be reduced by controlling water 
levels. Diking operations recent^ completed by the department on 
the Bear River Migratory Bird Refuge, at Great Salt Lake, Utah, 
are e:^ected to prevent the duck disease on large areas of this famous 
ducking ground. 

Insect-Pest Surveys 

Insec ..-pest sm’veys, which the department makes annually to give 
advance knowledge of probable pest conditions and to indicate control 
requirements, proved exceptionally valuable this year. The Hessian 
fly, for example, "was abundant. This pest, the worst enemy of the 
winter-wheat crop, can be largely controlled by delaying seeding. 
Accordi^ly, the department surveyed the situation well in advance 
of planting time and cooperated with State agencies in issuing warn¬ 
ings to farmers and in advising tiiem to delay tiieir seedii^. Surveys 
of sugar-beet leaf-hopper conmtions had a similar practical applica¬ 
tion. Sugar-beet growers in certain areas determine their plantings 
largely on the basis of information furnished throiigh the leaf-hopper 
surveys. In some years the surveys indicate the l&elihood of heavy 
migration of leaf hoppers into planting areas. In such seasons, 
farmers r^uce their plantings. _ This year the department predicted 
that the infestation would be light in the beet-growing areas around 
Twin Falls, Idaho, and Grand Junction, Colo. That proved to be 
the case. 

In the western area of its distribution (New York, Ohio, Indiana, 
and Michigan) the European com borer entered hibernation in the 
fall of 1931 in the largest numbers yet recorded. Drought had 
reduced the pest in &e previous season. The winter of 1930-31 
favored its multiplication, as also did the crop season of 1931. Con¬ 
ditions favored the hibernating larvse in the winter of 1931-32 and 
the smvival was practically 100 per cent. Conditions continued to 
favor the insect during the spring of 1932. ^ In June the outlook for 
com-borer damage seemed about as bad as it could be. In July and 
August, however, excessive heat and drought burned up e^ and 
young larvse on the com leaves and prevented a notable increase of 
the pest. 

Because the winter of 1931-32 was exceptionally mild, the boU 
weevil remained active smd in some crises even continued breeding. 
As a result the carry-over of cotton weevils into 1932 was the greatest 
ever recorded. Over a long period of years, the average survivsd 
through the winter is estimated at 1 per cent. Records covering four 
States indicated the survival from last winter at from 4 to 18 per cent. 
Conditions did not tend to check the survival in the sprii^ smd early 
summer of 1932, smd the insect caused exceptional dsunage to the 
first crop of cotton during July. In August, rainfall was scarce and 
temperatures high over much of the Cotton Belt. These conditions 
kiUM larvsie whol^ale in tixe cotton squares or buds. Hence over 
most of the area only the early crop suffered severely. 

The Mexican besm beetle was about three times as abimdwt this 
yesir as it was last year. There was heavy infestation smd an increas- 
mg spread of the insect well into the northern New England States. 
The coding moth was abimdant throughout: the United States. It 
was controlled to some extent in tiie Pacific Northwest by cool 
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weather m late spring and early summer. Heavy outbreaks of cut* 
worms occurred in many sections. The com ear worm was abundant 
practically throughout the com areas. 

The Grrasshopper Menace 

After three years favorable to several local species of grasshoppers, 
these insects again menaced crops in 1932. The department's surveys 
showed that mey were particmarly prevalent in South Dakota ^d 
North Dakota and in parts of Iowa, Nebraska, Minnesotaj Wyoming, 
and Colorado. Grasshoppers caused widespread devastation in these 
States in 1931 and deposited eggs on an unprecedented scale. ^ Egg 
survival in the spring of 1932 was nearly 100 per cent. The President 
recommended a supplemental estimate for control work, in coopera¬ 
tion between the department and the States affected, but the estimate 
did not receive congressional approval. No State funds were made 
available in South Dakota, where the outlook was worst. State 
funds assisted in reducing the damage in Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, 
and North Dakota. 

As the season advanced, weather conditions moderated the grass¬ 
hopper infestation. In a cool and backward spring the OTasshoppers 
hatched from two to four weeks later than usual. Furthermore, 
frequent driving rains in South Dakota, Nebraska, and Iowa destroyed 
many of the insects in the period of most abundant hatching. The 
rains also helped to delay hatching well into or through June and, in 
addition, produced a rank growth of vegetation along roadsides and 
in OTassland areas which furnished food to the young hoppers and 
held them from cultivated land long enough to permit the small grains 
to matiare. 

These favorable conditions did not extend into North Dakota and 
Minnesota. In those States, on the contrary, the weather favored the 
hatching and development of CTasshoppers. The use of poison bait 
restrict^ the damage materially in North Dakota and Minnesota. 
Conaderable lo^ resulted, nevertheless, and enough grasshoppers 
survived to provide for heavy egg laying. Hence 1933 may be another 
grasshopper year, at least in many localities. It is unlikdy that 
w^eather concutions will again be as unfavorable to the development 
of the in^ct over large areas as they were this year, because the region 
affected is normally semiarid. 

REGULATORY WORK 

The department administers more than 50 regulatory acts. They 
are designed to eliminate or prevent economic Auses, social hazards, 
and a waste of resources. Many of the operations under these acts 
are, in character, services to the public and not merely law-enforce¬ 
ment activities. Thus meat inspection, provided for by the meat- 
inspection act, has been discussed under service activities. 

Under the grain futures act, the department as usual recorded trad¬ 
ing in grain futures on the contract markets. Such trading during 
the past fiscal year amounted to only 13,566,157,000 bushels, as com¬ 
part with 17,034,201,000 bushels in the previous fiscal year. This 
was the tallest volume of trading in futures in any similar 12-month 
period smce the fiscal year ended June 30, 1924. For the 11-year 
period sinoe 1921, the yearly average was 20,440,422,000 bushels. 
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The decrease last year was mainly in com futures. At Chicago, 
trading in com futures dropped to 2,500,000,000 bushels from 
5,000,000,000 bushels the previous year. Trading in wheat futures in 
ail the contract markets totaled 10,147,490,000 bushels, or 84,000,000 
bushels more than in the previous year. On the Chicago market, the 
volume of trading done m wheat futures exceeded that of the pre¬ 
vious year by 205,000,000 bushels. The department designated the 
Hutchinson Board of Trade Association as a contract market for 
wheat and trading began there May 16, 1932. 

Hearing Under Grain Futures Act 

On complaint of the Farmers National Grain Corporation against the 
Board of Trade of the City of Chicago and the Board of Trade Clearing 
Corporation, the commission established by the grain futures act, 
consisting of the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of Commerce, 
and the Attorney General, held a hearii^ in June, 1932. The complaint 
declared that the Farmers National Grain Corporation is a legally 
formed and conducted cooperative marketing association and that as 
such it had been unlawfully excluded by the Chicago Board of Trade 
from the board’s clearing corporation. This action, it was declared, 
violated section 6 (e) of the grain futures act. ^ The Farmers National 
Grain Corporation contended that this exclusion compelled it to pay 
other members of the board of trade a commission for clearing trades. 
The commission, on July 23, 1932, decided the complaint in favor of 
the Farmers National urain Corporation, declaring that the Farmers 
National Grain Corporation is a cooperative association entitled under 
the CTain futures act to all the privileges of a contract market, includ¬ 
ing the right to clear its own trades in its own name. 

The commission has no power under the grain futiires act to compel 
the admission of cooperative associations to contract markets by m- 
junctive process. It might be better from the standpoint of the 
cooperatives if the law were amended to afford cooperatives the right 
of relief through injunctive process. As the law stands at present, 
however, the commission has only the power to revoke or to suspend 
a market’s oflGicial designation as a contract market. Under the grain 
futures act no market can trade in futures unless it is designated a 
contract market. Accordingly, and subject to the appeal provisions 
of the law, the commission suspended the Chicago Board of Trade as a 
contract market for a period of 60 days. It reserved the right to en¬ 
tertain an application for mitigation of the penalty upon a showing 
that the board of trade had receded from its position in regard to the 
Farmers National Grain Corporation. The Chicago Board of Trade 
appealed immediately from the decision to the Umted States Circuit 
Court of Appeals for "the Seventh Circuit. This procedure stayed the 
commission’s order. At this writing, the case is still pending. The 
order of suspension, of course, would affect only dealings in futures on 
the Chicago Board of Trade and would not affect that market’s deal¬ 
ings in actual cash grain. The futures markets of Minneapolis, 
Duluth, KAnsas City, St. Louis, and ^Milwaukee would also be available 
for hedmng cash grain. 

The Umted States district court decided the case of Bartlett 
Frazier Co. v, Hyde, et al, in favor of the defendants. ^ In this suit, the 
complainant company sought an injunction to restrain the Secretary 
of Agriculture from examining the books and records of members of 
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the board of trade, and from requiring them to furnish reports 
concerning their trades. The court declared the entire grain futures 
act to be a valid regulatory measure. It found that the depart¬ 
mental regulations and inspections of records made by the direction of 
the Secretary are reasonable exercises of the power conferred. It 
declared also that the Secretary had not transcended the limits of 
what is essential to the intelligent performance of the duties imposed 
upon him by law. This case, too, is pending on Mpeal to the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. 

Warehouse Act Benefits Farmers 

important financial benefits accrued to farmers organizations 
through the licensing of storage warehouses under the Federal ware¬ 
house act. This law now covers warehouses handling about 60 per 
cent of the cotton crop and nearly 400,000,000 bushels of grmn. * It 
enables both individual growers and cooperative organizations to 
finance their stored commodities at lower interest rates. A large 
Oregon prune-growers’ association, for example, paid 8 per cent 
interest beforathe warehouse facilities it i^ed came under the Federal 
licensing system; thereafter the association obtained funds at 4 per 
cent through the intermediate credit banks. The commercial banks 
lowered their rates 2 per cent or more. Often the use of Federal 
warehouse receipts makes credit available where otherwise it would 
not be. In recent years the department has added numerous products 
to the list of those eligible for storage under the Federal warehouse act. 
Among these are pecans; English walnuts; filberts; cherries in brine; 
cold-packed fruit: and alfalfa, bluegrass, and bent-grass seed. 

Commission Rates Reduced 

Lower commission rates went into effect during the last fiscal year 
at severs! of the larger livestock markets. In some instances these 
reductions followed formal hearings and the issuance of orders by the 
Secretary of Agriculture imder authority of the packers and stock- 
yards act. In other cases the commission men, after conferring with 
department officials, acted voluntarily. The results, it is estimated, 
win be a saving to livestock producers of more than $1,000,000 
annually in commission charges. Stockyard companies made reduc¬ 
tions also in their feed charges, to the substantial benefit of producers. 

Under the packers and stockyards act the department instituted 
formal proceeding during the fiscal vear in 38 cases involving alleged 
violation of the Taw or the reasonableness of commission rates and 
charges. It took final action in 27 of these cases and in 11 others 
pending from the previous year. It suspended violators of the law 
from business or required thern to cease unfair practices. Other cases 
involved shippers’ damage claims or actions to protect shippers from 
losses through dealings \\ith insolvent market agencies. Several 
court decisions facilitated the enforcement of the act. In the so- 
called National Stockyards boycott case, a Federal court approved 
an order issued by the Acting Secretary of Agriculture requiring certain 
market agencies to cease discriminatory practices. The order also 
suspended the registrations of these agencies. Another Federal court, 
in a decision involving an order prescribing rates to be charged by the 
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Denver Stockyards Co., declared the Secretary has authority to value 
stocky^d properties as a basis for fixing rates. In certain methods 
of making valuations and in other procedures, however, the court did 
not sustam the Secretary's action. 

Perishable Commodities Act 

Recent legislation passed to suppress unfair or fraudulent practices 
in the fruit and vegetable trade gained increasing support from growers 
and shippers. Both groups took more advantage of its provisions. 
They had supported the legislation when it was under discussion; 
they found its enforcement a benefit. This vas indicated by an 
increase of 62 per cent in the number of complaints filed for settlement 
under the perishable agricultural commodities act in the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1932. The fact that more complaints were filed did 
not, of course, mean that disputes increased in the fruit and vegetable 
trade. It meant simply that disputants used the law increasingly. 
An average of 48 complaints came in each week, or a total of 2,482 
during the fiscal year. More convincing of the utility of the legis¬ 
lation than the number of complaints filed imder it was the fact that 
few of them necessitated public hearings and decisions. Only 16 per 
cent had to be dealt with in that way. The others yielded to more or 
less informal arbitration. They involved merely official interpre¬ 
tations of the law and recommendations as to its application. 

More than half the complaints filed under the perishable agricul¬ 
tural commodities act in the last fiscal year alleged failure to accoimt 
correctly either for produce handled on a commission or for the price 
of goods sold. About a third of the complaints alleged the rejection 
of shipments without reasonable cause. Thirteen per cent alleged 
failure of the shipper to make deliveiy m accordance with the terms 
of sale. The Secretary held public hearings m 176 cases as compared 
with 13 during the preceding year. He gave decisions in 80 cases, 
as compared with 4 the previous year. In 48 cases he awarded dam¬ 
ages. At the dose of the fiscal year, 15,327 licenses issued to com¬ 
mission merchants, dealers, and brokers were in force. Under the 
produce agency act of 1927, the department received 189 com¬ 
plaints, 17 of which resulted in convictions in Federal courts. 

Game-Law Ruling Conserves Waterfowl 

In the spring and summer of 1931 migratoiy waterfowl in the 
United States decreased alarmingly. The decre^e followed several 
years of drought in the principal breeding grounds of these birds. 
It necessitated drastic restrictions on hunting. Accordingly, by a 
regulation approved August 25, 1931, the department reduced the 
open season to one month. Simultaneously the President of the 
United States in a proclamation called attention to the situation and 
to the regulation and urged its full observance. This action mate¬ 
rially reduced the kill of waterfowl. The results were so good and 
field investigations showed such improvement in breeding conditions 
that the department feed the 1932 fall and winter hunting season at 
two months. It was evident that sportsmen had cooperated in the 
effort to conserve waterfowl and that a much larger number of birds 
than otherwise would have survived had returned to the breeding 
grounds. 
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Food and Drugs Act 

Administration of the food and drugs act necessitated as usual so 
manv different types of activity that in tl^ report it must suffice 
to give only a few iUustrations of the way in which the department 
strives to insure the purity of foods and dn^. Congress ^propriated 
increased fimds for the work in the fiscal year 1931-32. Tms enabled 
the department to institute 1,307 prosecutions, as compared with 647 
in the preceding fiscal year. The department took legal action against 
739 shippers or manufacturers of adulterated or misbranded foods, 
471 shippers or manufacturers of adulterated or misbranded dr^s, 
and 97 manufactiurers of livestock feeds. It analyzed a CTeat variety 
of products, seized 908 stocks of adulterated or misbranded foods and 
328 consignments of drugs, and examined 10,316 samples of imported 
foods and drugs, out of which number 3,744 were held not to comply 
with the food and drugs act. The drag seizures included 14 smp- 
ments of misbranded veterinary remedies. 

Producers as well as consumers benefited from rimd control of spray 
residues on fruit. This control held down residum arsenic on export 
fruit to the tolerated point, and kept open fore^n markets that might 
otherwise have been closed. Fordgn governments recognized we 
department’s efforts and refrained from imposing embaigoes. Spray- 
residue control strengthened the domestic market also because it 
lessened nervousness about the danger of poisoning. The depart¬ 
ment seized many consignments of cabbage and celery containing 
excessive spray residue. There is no export problem in the case of 
vegetables, but there is a domestic problem. Had illness developed 
from failure to prevent the marketing of vegetables bearing too much 
spray residue, the imury would not have been confined to the unfortu¬ 
nate consumers. It Would have hurt producers—^those whose 
products complied with the food and drugs act as well as those whose 
products ffid not. 

Inspections revealed steady progress toward l^her standards of 
purity and wholesomeness in foods. For the third successive fiscal 
year the department discovered no case of botulism poisonii^ that 
could be attributed to commercially canned foods. Infections of 
canned goods showed an advance in quality standards. The pack of 
blueberries, for example, was almost entirdy free from the blueberry 
maggot—^troublesome in previous years. Federal and State research 
showed how to accomplish this r^ult. In a few cases, food samples 
examined by department specialists contained decomposition atmb- 
uted to bacteria. Usually these products came b:om plants not 
having the best processing facilities, and the department kept them 
under surveillance. The department caused seizure of 133 consign¬ 
ments of fish infested with parasites. Inspectors encountered vima- 
tions of the law in shrimp packed by 19 different companies. The 
shrimp was either diort we^ht or decomposed or both. Exact 
methods of detecting decomposition in canned shrimp probably will 
result from experimental work now under wav in the department. 

Enforcement of the law as it applies to drugs had some notable 
results. The Federal court at Baltimore, Md., upheld the department 
in smrai^ stocks of a drug preparation cdled “B. & M. External 
Bemedy.” This was a liniment shown by ansdy^ to consist largely 
of water, ammonia, turpentine, and e^. The manufacturers labeled 
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it as useful for many diseases, including tuberculosis, pneumonia, and 
influenza. Medical authorities testified that the preparation could 
have no remedial value in the diseases mentioned on the label. The 
jury found the article misbranded, whereupon the department ordered 
it seized wherever found in Federal jurisdiction. 

It is believed that stocks of adulterated “ginger jake,’' which several 
years ago caused many thousand cases of paralysis, have been removed 
from the open market. In a search for stocks the department worked 
with the Federal prohibition forces and other governmental and State 
organizations. Search for hidden stocks wul be continued. Two 
persona responsible for the original manufacture and distribution of 
the poisonous ginger, when prosecuted on charges of violating the 
food and dri^ act and the prohibition law, had, in a previous year, 
pleaded guilty to a conspiracy charge. The court fined them, but 
suspended prison sentences. In Apru, 1932, on evidence collected by 
this department, the court revoked the suspension and sentenced one 
of the offenders, the president of the now-defunct manufacturing 
company, to prison for two ye^. The department also gathered 
evidence which resulted in the indictment of members of a second 
group of manufacturers and distributors of ginger jake. Other 
actions involving ginger jake are pending. 

Inspections of anesthetic ether showed that the quality of this 

[ iroduct continues to improve. Only 6 per cent of the cans examined 
ast year proved below the standard of quality established by the 
United States Pharmacopoeia. The department removed from the 
market various medicines falsdy labeled as curative in livestock dis¬ 
eases such as contagious abortion, shipping fever, fowl cholera, roup, 
and bone diseases. 

Under the Federal insecticide and fungicide act, the department 
analyzed 1,678 samples of insecticides and fui^cides, and tested 
many of these preparations under field conditions. The samples 
included preparations considered vital in the control of destructive 
insects. Forty-nine alleged violations of the insecticide law were 
reported to the Department of Justice. 

FEDERAL-AID ROAD CONSTRUCTION 

The mileage of Federal-aid roads on which improvements were 
completed during the last fiscal year reached the unprecedented total 
of 15,997; in the preceding fiscal vear improvements w'ere completed 
on 11,033 miles. Of the 1932 total, 11,037 miles were classed as initial 
improvements; the remainder consisted of advanced stages of con¬ 
struction on 4,925 miles of roads previously improved to some degree 
and of 35 miles of reconstruction. 

The total cost of the projects completed during the fiscal year 1932 
was $317,216,272, of which $144,720,610 was paid outright by the 
Gkivemment as regular Federal aid. A portion of this was advanced 
from an emergency appropriation. In the fiscal year 1931 the total 
cost of the projects completed was $255,088,414, of w'hich the Federal 
share was $105,918,451. 

Comparison of these figures indicates a considerably greater 
expenditure by Federal and State Governments for roads completed 
in 1932 than for those completed in 1931. However, expenditures 
upon these projects overlap the fiscal years; the actual disbursement 
of Federal-aid funds during the fiscal year 1932 was really less than 
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during the preceding year—^$127,367,120 as compared with $133,340,- 
911. These disbursements in both years included all sums expended 
upon road work—that is, sums paid for work in progress as well as 
sums paid at the completion of projects. 

The newly completed projects brought the total mileage classed^ as 
completed to 101,032 miles. This included all roads upon which 
improvements of anj’ degree had been made, except 2,626.5 nules on 
which stage constniction or reconstruction was in progress at the end 
of the fiscal year. 

The total mileage improved with Federal assistance amounts to 
about half that in the Federal-aid system. It includes more than 484 
miles of bridges more than 20 feet in span, and their immediate 
approaches, 43,003 miles surfaced with high-type payemente, 6,482 
iMes with intermediate-type surfaces, and 38,841 nules with low- 
type surfaces, with 12,222 mfies unsurfaced but graded and drained 
to satisfactory standard. Nearly 20,000 miles were afterwards 
further improved by the States without Federal aid. At the close 
of the fiscal year 1932 Federal-aid road work was in progress on 
10,512 miles. " 

Emergency Fluids 

The $80,000,000 emergency appropriation made by Congress on 
December 20,1930, hastened the beginning and increased the volume 
of road-construction work. The sum was to be advanced to the 
States for use by them in matching the regular Federal-aid funds 
available. It was to be reimbursed to the Federal Treasury without 
interest, by deduction from anticipated future apportionments of 
Federal aid. The purpose of the emeigency appropriation was to 
supplement depleted State revenues and to permit increased employ¬ 
ment on road work. Congress stipulated that only such part of the 
appropriation should be available as had been actually expended for 
work completed by September 1, 1931. 

As a result, the employment of labor on road projects supported in 
whole or in part with Federal funds rose sharply from less than 20,000 
men in January, 1931, to nearly 55,000 in March, and to 154,500 by 
June, exceeding by more than 90,000 the number employed on similar 
work in the same month of the previous year. The peak of employ¬ 
ment was reached in July, the first month of the last fiscal year, when 
an average of 164.700 'men were employed daily. Thereafter the 
number so employed dropped to 151,400 in August and in September, 
with the emeigency funds no longer available, to 116,000. 

In direct employment the Federal advance of funds coidd have no 
effect after September 1. Its indirect benefits, however, continued 
throughout the calendar year and well into the spring of 1932. State 
funds saved from expenditure earlier in the season were available for 
the continuance of work in greater than the usual volume. Conse- 

g uently, W'hile employment on Federal projects fell off from July to 
eptember, the number of men employed on projects danced entarely 
with State fimds increased from 112,600 in Julv to 123,400 in Sep¬ 
tember. There was a gradual decline from this peak as the fall 
advanced and winter set m. Nevertheless, the combined Federal and 
State funds sufficed to maintain total employment at an unusually 
high level. In January, 1932, rural-road W'ork of all ]^ds employed 
229,200 men as compared with 148.600 in the same month of the 
preceding year. The total ot highway employment exceptionally 
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laige in the spring of 1931 by reason of the Federal advance, remained 
even greater in 1932 imtil April. Out of the emergency advance 
appropriation of $80,000,000, a total of $79,203,719.20 was expended 
for road work completed prior to September 1, 1931, as required by 
the law. _ Federal and State officials had imusual success in smoothing 
out administration difficulties and in getting quick action. The 
cooperative experience gained augurs wefl for the successful adminis¬ 
tration of another advance provided by the emeigency relief and 
construction act of 1932; this act provides $120,000,000 for advances 
to the States which they may use to matcn Federal-aid funds, 
$6,000,000 for the construction and improvement of national forest 
highways, $5,000,000 for forest-development roads and trails, 
$3,000,000 for the construction and improvement of national park 
roads, $1,000,000 for Indian reservation roads, and $2,000,000 for 
public-land roads. 

National Forest Roads and Trails 

Two bureaus of the department deal with road construction in the 
national forests—the_ Bureau of Public Roads and the Forest Service. 
The Bureau of Public Roads builds main through roads to connect 
with Federal-aid highways. The Forest Service builds lateral roads 
of a simpler type, and trails. This road and trail construction work 
during the fiscal year 1932 was marked by the introduction of new 
methods and better equipment which resulted in greater efficiency 
and lower costs. The cost of building 2,736 miles of forest-develop¬ 
ment roads, which are in the nature of well-constructed truck trails, 
averaged $903 per nule. This was a decrease of more than $400 per 
mile from previous average costs of the same type of roads. The cost 
of foot trails was decreased $16 per mile to an average cost of $128 
for 6,875 miles constructed. In addition, 603 miles of high-standard 
forest highways were built under the supervision of the Bureau of 
Public Roads. The system of roads and trails now^ planned for the 
national forests amounts to 68,222 miles of truck trails, 165,058 miles 
of foot trails, and 16,275 miles of high-standard forest highways. At 
the close of the fiscal year, 20,238 miles of truck trails, 68,812 miles 
of foot trails, and 5,242 miles of forest highways had been completed. 
Maintenance costs also were slashed by me use of the better methods 
and equipment. Roads in the truck-trail class are now kept in good 
repair at an average cost of less than $20 per mile. 

Aethub M. Hyde, 

Secretary of AgrwuUure. 
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F armers specially Hard For the fourth time in the last 150 
Hit Because Costs Have years American agriculture is expeii- 
Not Fallen With Prices encing the aftermath of war-time 

price inflation. Just as after the 
abnormal war-time price peaks of 1780,1814, and 1864, so since 1920 
farmers have labored under difliculties of distorted relations between 
costs and the prices received for their products, 

Farm-commo^tv prices dropped about 50 per cent in 1920 and 1921, 
whereas nonagricmtural prices declined only about 25 per cent. This 
maladjustment gave rise immediately to a difficult farm problem. 
Following the postwar slump of 1920-21, farm-commodity prices, 
even though remaining between 30 and 45 per cent above the pre-war 
level, were so seriously out of line with nonagricultural prices and with 
the chief items of farm expense that many farmers could not meet their 
bills. What happened after 1929 made a bad matter worse. 

Succeeding articles in this Yearbook examine the effects of the 
depression on various branches of agriculture, report new discoveries 
relative to different crops and classes of livestock, and suggest methods 
that help farmers reduce costs of production. Certain effects of the 
crisis bear, however, on all branch^ of the agricultural industry in 
varying degrees. Notable among these effects are the general price 
decline, the lag in adjustments between farm prices^ and fixed obliga¬ 
tions, the decline in consumer demand, and the restrictions that many 
coimtries have placed on international trade._ This section of^ the 
Yearbook therefore discusses the depression in its relation to agricul¬ 
ture as a whole. 

Detailed statistics about prices, gross income, mortgage debt, taxes, 
and so forth, omitted here, appear in the Secretary’s report to the 
President and in the statistical section of the Yearbook. This article 
indicates the nature of the problem wdth which agricultoe and the 
Nation must deal. Essentially it is a price problem. From the farm¬ 
ers’ standpoint, the present a^icultural crisis traces back to the gen¬ 
eral drop of prices in 1920 and the more disastrous reaction that b^an 
in 1929, and to the disproportionate fall of farm prices. This reaction 
reduced the demand for commodities and enormously increased the 
burden of debt. No attempt will be made here to go into the causes 
of the genersd price slui^, because the problem far transcends the 
agricultural Add. The effect upon agriculture is the present concern. 
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Nonagricultural Factors in the Crisis 

Thp fall in gi-m'ral pric'^s that began in 1929 wan an outgrowth of a 
sories of doino->i> and ior<'ign developments in financial, industrial, 
trade, and political condition-;. The decline in farm prices cl uring the 
fir-t two years of this depression, 1929—30 and 1930—31, accompanied 
the contraction in basiues^, in speculative activity, and in the indus¬ 
trial and consumer demand for farm products hero and abroad. 
Another sharp reduction in farm prices occurred during the 1931-32 
t-eason. This w as only partly the r^ult of increased yields per acre of 
a few crops, such as cotton and iruits and vegetables. It was chiefly 
associated with financial cri>.cs and a breakdown in monetary stand¬ 
ards that led to further restriction of credit and to deeper iiidustrial 
stagnation. The 1931-32 season was marked by panic and by fear- 
engendered demand for money to be hoarded instead of used in buying 
commodities, securities, and property, the values of w hich were rapidly 
sliriuking. American agriculture suffered from the influences of these 
forces that were beyond its control. 

The overwhehiiing importance of these nonagi-icultural factors as 
eau-'e& of the prevaiung depression in agriculture is strikingly erident 
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in the course of farm production, prices, and income since 1924. (Fig. 
1.1 Duiing the period 1924-1932, the total output of farm products 
was remarKably stable, on a level about 1-5 to 18 per cent above the 
relatively low production of 1919-^-1921. By 1924-1926, largely 
through a recovery in cotton production more nearly in line with the 
pre-war rate of grow th and through an expansion in dairy and poxdtry 
production and m true k crops, the total f anu production of the countiy 
was restored to approximately the same relation to the growth of our 
population that hud existed for a number of years before the w'ar. 
Since then it has failed to keep pace with population growth. In 1929, 
the year that marks the beginning of thb industrial depression, the 
total farm output was 3 per cent lower than that of 1928 and not above 
the average for the five years 1924-1928. Except in a few commodi¬ 
ties, there was no imusually large domestic farm production when the 
depression set in. 
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Duriug tho years 1924-1929, when domestic industrial conditions 
were generally at prosperity levels, the yearly variations in total farm 
output were offset by opposite changes in the average of prices received 
by farmers, and total gross income remained fairly stable. But in 
1930, when production fell below’ that of 1029 by about 2 per cent, a 
decline that ordinarily would have resulted in prices 2 to 3 per cent 
above those of 1929, prices actually fell about 20 per cent, and gross 
income about 22 per cent. Clearly the principal cause was a change in 
the general financial and industrial situation both in the United States 
and in other countries. 

Effects of the Depression on Agriculture 

One of the first impacts of the 1929 financial and speculative crash 
on agriculture occurred in the speculative-commodity exchanges w’here 
cotton and grain prices declined with the fall in seciirity prices. The 
immediate effect of curtailment in industrial demand as factories re¬ 
duced their working forces w’as a piling up of stocks and a fall in prices 
of raw materials like cotton. Theimmediate effect of increasing unem¬ 
ployment and contracted consumer incomes w'as to reduce consimier 
expenditures^ for food and clothing. Those commodities of w’hich 
farmers continued to send a faiily even flow’ to market could be dis¬ 
posed of only at reduced prices. Even those commodities whose out¬ 
put was reduced by poor growing conditions suffered price reductions. 
By the end of 1932, when nearly a third of all persons formerly gaiu- 
fuUy occupied outside of agriculture w’ere unemployed, and miflions 
were w’orking part time at reduced wages, farm-commodity prices fell 
to about half of the prei;“W’ar level. The gro«s income of Saonagricul- 
tural industries, indicative of incomes of consumers in general in the 
United States, fell from $159,000,000,000 in 1929 to about $80,000,- 
000,000 in 1932. The national income, w’hich in 1929 had reached 
$91,000,000,000, was probably somew’hat under $55,000,000,000 in 
1932. Gross farm income shrank even more, from $12,000,000,000 in 
1929 to $5,000,000,000 in 1932. Farmers received for their 1932 out¬ 
put 60 per cent loss than they received for a similar crop before 1929. 

Other influences affecting the ^bnerican farmer and occuiring simul¬ 
taneously with the general fall in prices and curtailment in domestic 
consumer incomes, arose from restrictions of credit, as thousands of 
counti-y banks suspended operations. Still othere are^ traceable to 
reducea foreign demand, erection of new trade barriers, increased for¬ 
eign competition and restrictions on the use of foreign exchange in the 
purchase of American exports. These are reflected in a great reduc¬ 
tion in both the value and the volume of our agiicultural exports and 
in the large stocks of w’heat and cotton. The quantity of agricultural 
exports from the United States w’as fairly w’ell maintained during the 
1924-1928 seasons, but in the 1930-1931 and 1931-32 seasons total 
volume was about 20 per cent less than in the season 1928-29. In 
1931-32, how’ever, the value of these farm exports w’as about 60 per 
cent less than in 1928-29. This may be compared with the reduction 
of 60 per cent in both exports and imports in the total international 
tradeof 40 countries, between January, 1929, and Januaiy, 1932. 

The collapse in farm prices brought with it great disparities in agri¬ 
cultural price relationships. Taking into account such varying reduc¬ 
tions as had occurred in farm w’ages, goods bought by farmers, taxes, 
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and interest charges since 1929, by the autumn of 1932 aggregate farm 
costs had declined only about 20 per cent in contrast with a fall in farni 
prices of about 60 per cent. Compared with their pre-war averages as 
100 per cent, the average of the farm costs was still about 140 per cent, 
whereas farm prices had fallen to about 55 per cent. The prices of 
major cash crops, being more subject to international influence, at first 
suffered more than did the prices of livestock and livestock products, 
that are consumed almost entirely in the domestic markets. 

But no group of farm commodities has escaped. Dairy products and 
meat animals v ere in increasing demand before the depression; on the 
other hand, field crops like corn, oats, barley, and hay had suffered a 
declining demand because of an increase in power farming which re¬ 
duced the number of work animals. Nevertheless, prices of both these 
groups of commodities have fallen drastically. Between September, 
1929, and September, 1932, the average of prices received by farmers 
at the farm declined 58 per cent; grain prices fell 69 per cent, cotton 61 
per cent, meat animals 58 per cent, and dairy and poultry products 51 
per cent. At wholesale markets, the average" of prices of farm products 
declined 50 per cent. 

Exchange Value of Farm Products Lowest in Sixty Years 

In the same period prices of nonagricultural products declined only 
25 per cent and prices paid by farmers for the things they usually buy 
declined duiing this interval from 155 per cent of their pre-war average 
to 108 per cent, hardly enough to counteract the much pea ter decline 
in prices received. Consequently, the exchange value of a unit of faim 
products \\ as only 56 per cent of the pre-war level in September, 1932, 
compared with 91 per cent in 1929. On the same basis, a bushel of 
wheat exchanged for only 37 per cent as much, 100 pounds of hogs for 
42 per cent, a pound of wool or a pound of cotton for about 50 per cent, 
a pound of butter for 72 percent, and a dozen eggs for 88 per cent. 
In the case of many farm commodities the purchasing power was 
lower than at any time during the last 60 years. 

The ratio between prices and costs has now become disastrous. 
While faim-commodity prices at the beginning of 1933 had fallen until 
they were about half of the pre-war prices, relatively fixed farm ex¬ 
penses, particularly debt charges and taxes, had declined only slightly. 
Farm-mortgage debt in 1932, in comparison uith gross income, to say 
nothing of not income, was between three and four times as heavy as 
before the war. Taxes had more than doubled and it took about four 
times as many units of foi'm products to pay them. Mortgage interest 
and taxes combined absorbed almost 25 per cent of the gross farm in¬ 
come in 1932, as compared with only 7 or 8 per cent before the wai* and 
11.2 per cent in 1929. 

Effects Are of Far-Reaching Nature 

The 1929-1932 general depression has thus further aggi*avated the 
farm situation, and the inability of a large percentage of faimei's to 
meet their overhead or fixed charges has brought far-reaching results. 
A rapid decline in farm-land values has reduced the farmer^s equity in 
his property and has weakened country and city lending institutions. 
Moimtmg tax delinquencies have caused large areas of land to reveii) 
to the ownership of counties and States. Thousands of farmers have 
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reverted from ownership to tenancy. The widespread inability to pay 
mortgage interest and principal when due has resulted in a great in¬ 
crease in forced sales of farms, mortgage foreclosures, and in the volun¬ 
tary release of farm land to creditors. Hundreds of thousands of farm¬ 
ers have been forced to a lower standard of living in which food and 
shelter are the cliief reward for labor and investment. The normal 
escape from these unremunerative conditions has been shut off by lack 
of employment opportunities in other occupations. In fact, the un¬ 
precedented volume of city unemployment has led to a movement of 
population to the country, and this movement has reduced the city 
demand for commercial farm products and has added inopportunely 
to the current difficulties of adjusting farm production to curtailed 
demand. 

Some of the readjustments that have already occuired tend to exert 
long-time influences on amiculture. The sharp reductions in farm- 
labor costs and in costs of certain raw materials and supplies used in 
production, while they have helped farmers during the period of falling 
receipts, indicate a much lower cost basis for ogricijltural production. 
The lower level of land values is another factor in lowering future pro¬ 
duction costs. 

Furthermore, the economic forces that have created the unusually 
wide gap between faim and nonagiicultural prices ai’e not readily re¬ 
moved. These forces include: Costs of transportation and processing 
that reinam relatively inflexible durii^ a period of general inflation; 
the inability of farmers to make drastic adjustments m output, which 
creates a condition of relative abundance of faim products m contrast 
with the shai-p curtailment in industrial production, the latter tending 
to sustain industiial prices and at the same time to retard tlie domestic 
demand for farm products; a sldft in population from cities to farms 
that not only reduces consumer demand but also adds to the total sup¬ 
ply of farm products; increased agricultural production abroad which 
tends to maintain an abundance of agricultural products throughout 
the world and to reduce our export demand; and a slowing down m the 
rate of population growth wluch affects long-time domestic demand 
prospects, particularly for food products. 

L. H. Bean, Bureau of Agricultural Economies. 





AMERICAN Cotton Holds For the second successive year cot- 
/ \ Ground Despite Growth ton prices have been near the lowest 
JL 1 . of Foreign Competition levels in the history of commercial- 

ized cotton growing in the United 
States. The decline of cotton prices from among the highest in history, 
as measui’ed in purchasing power, in 1923, to among the lowest, in 1931 
and 1932, has presented a succession of challenges to American cotton 
growers and to the whole economic system of the Cotton Belt. Many 
adjustments made to meet the difficulties could well be continued per¬ 
manently, but some expedients that have been adopted are suited only 
to temporaiy situations, and others are undesirable, even if tempo¬ 
rarily used. The final outcome will largely depend upon subsequent 
developments in the world situation to which American cotton growers 
must adjust themselves, and those developments are uncertain. But 
as the panic stage that accompanied the price decline passes, certain 
facts that have an important bearing on the future of the American 
cotton-growing industry become clear. 

The outstanding forces that led to the present cotton situation were 
general deflation in commodity prices and declines in business activity 
and consumer incomes throughout the world. In addition, develop¬ 
ments under way in cotton production and in the cotton-textile indus¬ 
tries of the world were likely to lead to a crisis and a depression in 
cotton regardless of the situation in other industries. The extent and 
importance of these changes can be seen more easily by studying the 
pre-war situation. 

Before the World War the cotton situation was in a state of approxi¬ 
mate balance. On the supply side, production was increasing 
gi-adually in the United States and in foreign countries, but this was a 
pai't ot the general world development of the period, and although 
there were yeais of crop surphises, when prices were veiy low, and 
ycal’s of shortages when prices rose, adjustments that soon coiTected 
the situations were made. The United States crop dominated the 
world markets, as this counti’y produced two-thirds of the world’s 
cotton outside of China. Nearly two-thirds of the American crop was 
exported. In the textile industries changes were gradual and in 
response to the general development of the i)eiiod. In this countiy 
consumption in the mills of the eotton-giuwing States had come to 
exceed that in the New England States, but the industries were 
expanding in both sectibns. Abroad, spinning and weaving mhls 
were increasing in number in many countries, but there was nothing 
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disruptive about this growth. Cotton-textile industries were most 
developed in Europe with Great Britain the outstanding foreign 
cotton-manufacturing country. Over 85 per cent of the cotton 
exports from the United States went to the United Eangdojrn, Ger¬ 
many, France, and Italy; 40 per cent went to the United Kingdom 
alone. 

Post-war Cotton Production 

The cotton situation was throwm far out of balance in the early 
post-war period by a 3-year cotton shortage, and the reactions are 
still evident. (Fig. 2 ) The boll wee\ il had been progressing east¬ 
ward and northwaid since the early nineties when it crossed the Rio 
Grande into Texas. But prior to the war the damage was localized 
and did not greatly affect the crop as a whole. By 1921 the weevil 
had spread over most of the belt; in that year it caused an estimated 
average reduction in yields of over 30 pet* cent. The damage was 



Figi PE 2 —Cotton pioUuction m the Vmted States. inJ m foreign countiieb m crop jeus 1S89-1891 
to 193i-33 Fullo\\ing the low pinod of Wil cotton protluction rose sharply in response to high 
prices. Since 192S the trend of foreign pioductiou hrs been dow nw ard 


severe in 1922 and 1923. In Georgia the yield fell from the high points 
of about 240 pounds per acre in 1911 and 1914 to about 80 pounds in 
1923. In Florida the yield dropped to 40 pounds per acre. The 
effects of this damage w^ere far reaching and prompt. In some 
sections cotton production was nearly abandoned, and the farmers 
who continued to gi*ow it had little confidence in their success. Many 
cotton farmeis left the sections most severely affected. Production 
was so reduced that prices rose to the highest peace-time level since 
1800, except for 1919-20 when war-time inflation was an outstanding 
price factor- 

The short crops in 1921, 1922, and 1923 were accepted by many 
persons as indicating that United States domination in world cotton 
production had ended. Foreign cotton-mill interests fostered and 
even subsidized cotton production in foreign countries. These 
efforts, and the high prices of cotton, caused an expansion in foreign 
production that w^as to prove a serious problem for American pro- 
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diicers. In the United States, farmers^ in nonweevil sections turned 
to growing the high-priced cotton. Significant increases in cotton 
acreage took place in the northern edge of the Cotton Belt in the 
Atlantic Coast and Mississippi Valley States, but by far the ^eatest 
expansion occurred in the West. In Texas, cotton production rose 
from 2,200,000 bales in 1921 to 5,600,000 bales in 1926; and in Okla¬ 
homa it rose from 480,000 bales in 1921 to 1,770,000 bales in 1926. 
^loreovcr, farmers were learning to produce cotton under weevil 
conditions. In 1926, 47,100,000 acres of cotton were harvested in the 
United States, compared with 30,500,000 in 1921. With high yields, 
the 1926 crop amounted to 18,000,000 bales as contrasted with the 
short crop of 8,000,000 bales in 1921. Cotton production in foreign 
countries rose from 5,800,000 bales in 1920 to 9,700,000 bales in 1925, 
The deficit years of 1921 to 1923 had given way to years of the largest 
crops in histoiy. 

The low prices in 1926 checked expansion, but world production 
continued at a high level. When the depression began to be felt in 
the cotton industry the full significance of foreign competition was 
recognized by American producers. World consumption of Indian 
and other foreign-grown cottons reached record levels in 1929-30, 
whereas world consumption of American cotton feU 2,000,000 bales 
that year. To some persons this suggested that foreign producers 
grew cotton at such low costs that they could, in large part, force 
American cotton out of the world markets. To others it meant that 
American cotton had so deteriorated that foreign mills no longer 
wanted it. The first conclusion overlooked the fact that the United 
States had won and held its position in world markets because of its 
comparative advantages in cotton production.^ The second over¬ 
looked the fact that most cottons being substituted for American 
cotton at that time were inferior to American cotton. Mills turned to 
the large available supplies of low-priced fore^n cottons at the expense 
of quanty, in order to meet price competition in the finished-goods 
markets. 

Cotton production in foreign countries fell from 9,950,000 bales in 
1928 to 8,700,000 bales in 1931. Excluding Russia, the reduction was 
even greater—from 8,780,000 bales to 6,850,000 bales. Crops in 
Clima and India were particularly small in 1931; but although the 
Chinese crop has become large again in 1932, the Indian crop remains 
rather small and Indian acreage was again reduced in 1932. The 
crops in Egypt and several of the minor producing countries have been 
reduced in 1932. Increases in Russian production give little prospect 
of exceeding increases in consumption in that coimtiy. Obviously 
the upward trend in production m many foreign countries wiU be 
resumed when conditions become more nomial, but it is clear that 
these countries are not in a position to expand the industry under 
conditions like those of the last two years. 

The 17,100,000-bale crop harvested in the United States in 1931 was 
far in excess of world consumption of American cotton that year. 
From the standpoint of sustaining prices and reducing stocks this was 
unfortunate, but it resulted in American farmers making sigmficant 
recoveries of world cotton inarkets. The fact that farmers in this 
country continue to hold their position in world markets despite pre¬ 
vailing low prices reflects the degree of their advantages in producing 
cotton in comparison with other crops and in comparison with other 
countries. 
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The conlraction of 18 per cent in cotton acreage in the United States 
from 1929 to 1932 came largely because southern farmers adopted a 
more self-sufficing type of agriculture, producing more of their own 
food and feed crops. This makes them less dependent upon cash in¬ 
come and strengthens their position in meeting unfavorable market 
conditions. 

Post-war Cotton Consumption 

The World War gave a decided impetus to cotton manufacturing in 
oriental and a number of other countries. New spindles were added at 
a rapid rate, and were more efficient than the old spindles that re¬ 
mained. This upward trend continued practically unabated until the 
present general depression began. The largest increases occurred in 
the Orient, but countries elsewhere (like Brazil) that were formerly 
large importers of cotton goods, and continental European countries, 
especially The Netherlands, Belgium, and Italy, increased the number 
of their spindles. 

While world demand was improving, the growth in the textile indus¬ 
tries appeared helpful to the American cotton producer. Exports to 
many countries increased, for the textile industries of those countries 
were active. But exports to Great Britain never recovered to the pre¬ 
war high point—the British textile industry remained in a state of 
chronic depression—and in continental Europe, established trade 
channels for cotton textiles were broken by tariJBFs created to foster 
developing industiies. 

The cotton-textile industry of Austria was first depressed, then the 
Polish industry. Gradually China and India supplied a larger part of 
their own textile requirements. Japan practically ceased lo be an 
import market and became a leading exporter, supplying larger and 
larger proportions of textiles to the Asiatic import markets. The 
Indian boycott against foreign goods further depressed British export 
trade in cotton goods. Markets were recoding while efforts to increase 
output and exports were increasing. As more industries became de- 

? ressed they offered inore severe competition in the textile markets. 

'he whole cotton-textile industry was unusually susceptible to general 
depression, which made its effects more difficult to combat. 

One of the most important effects of the shift of cotton-textile man- 
ufactme to the Orient was the intensification of competition between 
American and Indian and, to a lesser extent, Chinese cotton. Oriental 
nulls have long used some American cotton, and ai*e tending to use 
more of it, but they depend mostly upon Indian and Chinese gi*owths; 
they shift in response to relative prices. In addition, European mills 
nearly doubled their use of Indian cotton in the post-war period and 
increased their consumption of cotton from other foreign countries 
almost threefold. As the depression continued and pnce became a 
more important factor in textile sales, European mills increased their 
consumption of Indian and other cottons while decreasing theii’ con¬ 
sumption of the higher priced American and Egyptian growths. 

Even after the depression passes, mills are likely to continue respon¬ 
sive to relative prices in selecting their cottons, thus sharpening com¬ 
petition between growths. It is to be expected that over a period of 
pars world-consumption figures will show that increasing quantities of 
foreign cottons are being used. A gradual development of this nature 
would not be unsatisfactiDry to American growers. A suggestion of the 
possible future increase in world cotton consumption if other countries 
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should develop along the same lines as has the United States, is found 
in the fact that per capita consumption of cotton in this country is 
approximately 2 times that of Great Britian, 2^2 times that of Japan, 
dVi times that of Italy, 4 times that of China, and 6 times that of India, 

The Present Depression 

The present depression began to be reflected in the cotton-textile 
industry of Germany in 1928 and the consumption of ^lerican cotton 
in Germany fell 260,000 bales in the 1928-29 cotton year. The depres¬ 
sion did not become general until 1929-30, when world consumption of 
American cotton fell to 13,000,000 bales, whereas it had exceeded 
15,000,000 bales in each of the preceding three years. The consump¬ 
tion of Egyptian cotton fell also, but that of Indian and other cottons 
increased. The Orient about maintained its consumption of American 
cotton in 1929-30 but increased its consumption of other growths. 
Europe decreased its consumption of American cotton, but increased 
its consumption of other growths. Cotton consumption in the United 
States fell. In 1930-31, world consumption of American cotton was a 
little below 11,000,000 bales. ^ In contrast vdth the preceding year, 
however, consumption of foreign cottons declined too, although less 
than that of American cotton. The situation in 1931-32 was the 
complete reverse of that in 1929-30, for in the latter year world con- 
suinption of American cotton gained. 1,400,000 bales at the expense of 
Indian and other cottons. The large stocks of American cotton that 
had been accumulating since 1929, together with the large crop, made 
the 1931-32 supply of American cotton the largest on record. The 
Indian and Chinese crops, on the other hand, wore unusually small in 
1931. As a result, prices of American cotton became low as compared 
to those of foreign growths. European mills used more American 
cotton and less foreign cottons. The greatest change took place in 
Asia where the consumption of American cotton increased 1,300,000 
bales, largely offset by decreases in consumption of foreign growths. 
Japan became the largest foreign consumer of American cotton, and 
China ranked ahead of Germany. Part of the increases in foreign con¬ 
sumption of American cotton was offset by decreased consumption in 
the United States. Keports in the early part of the 1932-33 cotton 
year showed exports to the Orient to be holding much of the previous 
year’s gain, whereas exports to Europe had increased fm-ther and 
United States consumption had recovered materially. 

Cotton prices are particularly sensitive to changes in the general level 
of commodity prices. In ponods of inflation they tend to vise more 
and in periods of deflation they fall more^ than does the average of all 
prices. Cotton pidccs have fallen more in the deflation period since 
1929 than has the average of commodity prices, as was time in 1920-21. 
In both periods consumption fell sharply and stocks accumulated; and 
as supplies rose they became increasingly burdensome. But in produc¬ 
tion the parallel breaks. Owing to boll-weevil inju:^, the crop in 
1921 was the smallest in 26 years, whereas the highest yields in 17 years 
made the 1931 crop second in size only to the 1926 crop. The record 
supply of 1931-32 exceeded two yearn’ consumption. Mere than the 
equivalent of a year’s consumption of cotton was carried over into 
1932-33, and when production was added, the supply was again in 
excess of two yearn’ consumption. (Fig. 3.) This supply, together 
with the falling commodity price level, continued to hold prices in 
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1932-33 close to the previous yearns level. But during a penod of in¬ 
creased buying of cotton textiles in the fall of 1932, cotton prices raUied 
mateiially, showing the extent to which au inipiovoment in demand 
could raise cotton prices oven in the face of a large supply and a low 
price level. 

Quality of Cotton 

S uality is of major importance in the competition between American 
foreign cottons an(i among different American cottons Some of 
the differences in cotton quality are understood, but lacking a full un- 
doistendmg of the tundanientals of cotton quality and its significance 
in manufacturing, much of its influence upon competition remains xm- 
known. A practical illustration is found in the fact that in the 12 
months ended July 31, 1932, some 85,000 bales of foreign-grow n cot¬ 
ton were imported into the United States Much of this cotton was 
brought in over a tarM wall of 7 cents a poimd and sold to manufac¬ 
turers at prices in some cases nearly twice those commanded by Ameri¬ 
can-grown cottons of like grade and staple, of which the supply in this 



PiGiEE 3— Pioduction, Grid consumption, world cOT\-o\er, and price of Amciicm cotton, 
10;20-21 to 1032-33 Tiom 1921 to 1926 changes m supplies dommatetl the tiendt> of cotton 
pnc£3 After 1929 low consumption and excessis e &uppUo3 both depressed puces 


countiy throughout the year w as more than abundant. This economic 
paradox, so vividly e\-ident in our own country, illustrates to some de- 
giee how competition of other growths with American cotton in foreign 
markets is affected by factors of quality which, at present, lie beyond 
the borders of established knowledge. It challenges the best efforts of 
agricultural-research agencies to discover more about the nature of 
cotton as it affects manufacture and utilization, and the endeavors of 
breeders, growers, and ginners to make the fullest and most useful 
application of these facts as rapidly as research can disclose them, to 
the end that American-grown cotton shall possess whatever elements 
of quality, are essential to its choice by manufacturers in the markets 
of this and other countries 

The shorter-staple American cotton meets its greatest foreign com¬ 
petition from Indian and Chinese cottons. Production of American 
cotton with staples shorter than seven-eighths inch has decreased mark¬ 
edly during the last three years. The small crops of Indian and Chi¬ 
nese cottons in 1931, and the demand for low-priced raw materials. 
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helped to maintam the consumption of the shorter-staple Amencan 
cotton. As a result, stocks of staples shorter than seven-eighths mch 
in the United Slates are low and prices of this cotton have not declined 
as much as those of the longer staples (Fig. 4 ) 

The long-staple cotton of the United States meets important foreign 
competition from Egypt, Biazil, Peru, Uganda, and An^o-Egyptian 
Sudan. Of these Egypt is much the largest producer Price-stabih- 
zation activities of the Egyptian Government resulted in an accumu¬ 
lation of laige stocks of Egyptian cotton before the depiession began, 
and the sales of fine goods were particularly depressed by the low con¬ 
sumer incomes The foreign situation for this group of cotton has been 
helped by the curtailment in Egyptian production, and stocks are be¬ 
ing reduced, but prices have f^len drastically. The tariff of 7 cents 
per i)ound on cotton that has a staple length of inches or more is 
keeping prices of foreign cottons of group in the United States well 
above their respective world prices, and imports have declined. Prices 
of Pima cotton in the United States are holding close to their previous 
relationship to prices of Sakellaridis cotton in the United States, but 
prices of iK-inch upland cotton have declined in comparison with 



Figure 1— Staple preraiumb and discounts, 1923-34 to 1932-33 Premiums p'aid at wntral 
morketb for cotton of longer than 'J«-nich fatn-ple and discounts for cotton shorter than "^-mch 
sf aple, Middling gi ade, beoarao very great in 3924-35, then lessened. In 1932 both premiums 
and discounts w ere unusu ally small 

prices of Egyptian Uppers, even in foreign markets. Prices of iXs- 
mch and longer upland cotton are stronger relatively than^ prices of 
iK-inch and shorter premium types. These price relationships reflect 
the abimdant supplies of 1-inch and iK-inch cottons and the smaller 
supplies of iXe-incn and longer cottons in the United States 
Disappearance of the shorter staples lias been relatively greater than 
that of the longer staples each year, resultiug in relatively smaller pro¬ 
portions of the shorter than of the longer staples in the carry-over at 
the end of the year. This tendency was especially marked in 1931-32, 
so that cotton carried over, in the United States, on August 1, 1932, 
shows relatively large proportions of the higher grades and longer 
staples, and a relatively small proportion untenderable on futures 
contracts. 

Premiums and discounts for grade and staple length received by 
growers in local markets in the united States were considerably lower 
than those paid in central markets during the seasons of 1928-29, 
1929-30, and 1930-31. The average premiums received by growers 
for grades above Middling averaged about 35 per cent of tnose paid 
in central markets. Discounts made to growers for grades below Mid- 
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dling averaged about 62 per cent of those paid in central markets. 
Price differences made to growers for staple length were even less than 
those made for grade. Premiums received by growers for staples 
longer than seven-eighths inch averaged only 16 per cent, and discoimts 
made to growers for staples shorter than seven-eighths inch averaged 
less than 7 per cent of those quoted in central markets. Furthermore, 
the proportion of central-market staple premiums and discounts re¬ 
flected in the prices received by growers decreased from 1928-29 to 
1930-31. 

Fanners who sold cotton through cooperative cotton-marketing 
associations received grade differences andf staple premiums and dis¬ 
counts approximately equal to those paid in central markets. How¬ 
ever, only a small proportion of the crop is marketed through co¬ 
operative associations. The proportion of American cotton marketed 
through large-scale cooperative associations reached a peak at about 
17 per cent of the total crop in 1930-31, but decreased to about 13 
per cent of the crop in 1931-32. 

Cotton Utilisation 

Per capita consumption of cotton in the United States has averaged 
about 25 pounds and on the whole has shown little upward or down¬ 
ward trend for the last 30 years. In the World War period and in the 
period from 1926 to 1929, consumption exceeded this quantity and in 
the years of cotton shortage and dining the present depression it has 
fallen below this average. Some pronouncea chaiiges in the utiliza¬ 
tion of cotton that have occuiTed during this period, however, have 
changed the position of cotton in the^ economic life of the country 
and appear to have made its consumption more subject to industrial 
fluctuations in the United States. ^ 

In foreign countries, especially in the Orient, cotton is used largely 
for clothing but in this countiy, although clothing probably is still 
the piincipal end product of cotton, a large and apparently increasing 
proportion of that consiuned has been used for industritil puiimsos. 
Use of cotton in industry naturally fluctuates with changes in business 
activity. A period of increasing industrial activity would mean 
increased consumption of cotton w^hereas a downw ard movement such 
as occurred from 1929 to 1932 w^ould logically be accompanied by a 
reduction in cot ton consumption by industiy. 

Use of cotton for household pmposes is susceptible to changes in the 
purchasing power of consuinoi*s but probably less so than in industrv'. 
The trend m household uses of cotton has been rather deJBnitely upward. 
Clothing is probably the least susceptible of the thi'ee general uses for 
cotton, to influences of general business activity, but fluctuations do 
occui’, as the result of changes in consumer incomes and the tendency 
on the part of manufacturers and ^stiibutors to accumulate stocks of 
cotton goods during prosperous times and to allow them to become 
considerably reduced w'hen business is dull. 

Changes in styles of clothing perhaps had as much influence upon 
changes in the utilization of cotton as any single factor. The decrease 
in the number and weight of undergarments worn by w^omen may be 
cited as well as the lighter-weight underwear worn by men dining the 
winter. Style changes that tended to reduce cotton consumption were 
acconmanied by increased competition from silk and rayon. An exam¬ 
ple is found in hosiery. Approximately 90 per cent of all hosiery knit 
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in the United States in 1909 was made entirely of cotton, but in 1929 
only 30 per cent was made entirely of cotton yarn dthongh cotton 
was used with other fibers in a large proportion of the hosiery. 

But increases in the use of cotton for some clothing items have 
occurred. The recent popularization of styled'^ cotton dresses, the 
wearing of cotton sujnmcr suits by men, and the widespread adoption 
of bea^ pajamas have partly offset the decreases occuiTing in other 
items of clothing. Men’s shirts and work clothing have continued as 
staple items through which large and increasing quantities of cotton 
have been consumed. 

Increased use of cotton bed sheets, towels, cotton mattresses, mat¬ 
tress pads, and other articles, tended to increase the consumption of 
cotton. Awnings have furnished an outlet for large quantities, and the 
increased use of cotton in furniture upholstery and house furnishings 
generally has been noteworthy. 

Increases had been greater than decreases in the industrial uses of 
cotton ijrior to the depression. The automobile was probably the 
largest single factor in the increases. It is estimated that in 1929 the 
automobile-tire industry alone accounted for approximately 10 per 
cent of the entire cotton consumption of the United States, while 
another 3 per cent was utilized in car tops, upholstery, brake bands, 
etc. These two industries combined, consumed almost a million bales 
annually. Rubberized goods other than tires, and artificial leather or 
pyroxylin-coated product^, are other considerable items manufactured 
partly from cotton. Building trades use large quantities of cotton 
fabrics. The use of cotton for packaging such commodities as sugar, 
potatoes, and fruits has apparently increased dining recent years. On 
the other hand, a decrease in the use of cotton for packaging some 
products, particularly cement and grain, has tended to decrease con¬ 
sumption. Jute and paper have been particularly serious competitors 
of cotton in iudnstrial uses. 

One result of these developments has been an increased dependence 
of cotton consumption, and therefore of the demand for raw cotton, 
on the industrial situation in the United States.^ The competition 
among textile fibers has been intensified also and this has an imi^ortant 
bearing on the demand for raw cotton. 

Transportation, Storage, and Market Organization 

Recojit developments in the transportation of cotton from producing 
areas to domestic mill centers and to ports, give promise of a far-reach¬ 
ing eflect upon methods of packaging, lines of movement, time and 
place of (‘oncentration, and storage, as w^ell as upon the marketing 
system for cotton. The development of a network of paved, or other¬ 
wise improved highways throughout the Cotton Belt and, in certain 
areas, of inland waterways, followed by the extensive use of these facil¬ 
ities for the transportation of cotton by motor tnick or by barge at 
rates substantially below those established by the rail carriem, diverted 
much of the cotton traffic froin the raihnads at least for a time. This 
shift has been accentuated duiing the present period by the compara¬ 
tively low price of the i)roduct, which has necessitated using the most 
economical transportation facilities, and by the fact that the depres¬ 
sion in the lumber, petroleum, and other industries of the South and 
Southwest has tended to divert motor equipment formerly employed 
in these industries, to the transportation of cotton. 
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Since trucks can be loaded to their maximum w eight-carrying capa¬ 
city with uncomi)ressed bales, most of the cotton has been transported 
in this form. This has tended to bring to the port markets some cotton 
that, under conditions previously existing, was concentrated and com¬ 
pressed at interior markets, and was largely merchandized from there. 
The net residt hasbeen that compressing, storage, and other facilities at 
interior markets have been used less, w’hereas simikr facilities at the 
port markets have in some cases been used to capacity. 

Adoption of motor transportation for a considerable part of the cot¬ 
ton crojj has had some effect upon the cotton-marketing structure. Tn 
certain instances the number of market agencies through which cotton 
passes while en route through^ cotton-marketing channels has been 
reduced, thus tending to more direct marketing. 

Rail carriers have reduced their rates in order to regain a larger share 
of the cotton traffic. In an effort to reduce costs, most of the railroads 
operating in the Cotton Belt are now experimenting with rates based 
on various carload minima designed to promote a more efficient utiliza¬ 
tion of facilities than has prev^ed under the any-quantity system of 
rates which has long been peculiar to the cotton traffic. The ultimate 
weight minima and differentials adopted in connection with these car¬ 
load rates and the manner in which they are applied may influence to 
a considerable extent the future methods of baling, handling, and 
marketing the crop. 

The Cotton Farm Situation 

Gross farm incomes from cotton ana cottonseed fell 62 per cent from 
1929 to 1931, and income from the 1932 crop wiU apparently be around 
70 per cent below that of 1929, These lowered incomes were soon re¬ 
flected in reduced bank deposits and increased bank failures, decreased 
land values, increased mortgage foreclosures and tax-delinquency sales 
and lower standards of living. 

The decline in farm earnings and in land values was closely associa fced 
with increases in forced sales of farms. It became increasingly diffi¬ 
cult to pay, with low-priced products, the debts that had been incurred 
during a period of relatively high cotton prices and cheap money. It 
is estimated that in 1931, out of every 1,000 farms in the 10 piincipal 
cotton-producing States, 29 were sold through tax delinquency, mort¬ 
gage foreclosures, banla*uptcy action, or other involuntary causes 
This compared with 19 involuntary farm sales out of every 1,000 fanns 
in 1929, a 3’^ear of relatively high cotton prices and farm incomes. 

One of the most serious results of the present situation is the reduced 
standard of living on many cotton farms. The decreased purchasing 
power of cotton has been offset to some extent by increased production 
of food on farms, but it has been necessarv’^ to reduce expenses in other 
directions, including the medical, dental, and other services which 
make for the well-being of the inoividual. 

Cotton Belt farmers have been forced to make additional adjust¬ 
ments that would permit them to live with the low cotton prices of 
1930,1931, and 1932.^ In doing this it was necessary to make changes 
in both the organization and the operation of farms. There were lim¬ 
itations to the widespread production of many crops other than cotton, 
however, because or limited local markets and the inability in many 
cases to compete in the central markets with the production of other 
areas. 
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Probably the most important change in farm oiganization was in the 
direction of providing more food and feed for use in the home and on 
the farm, because the prices of piurehased goods have not declined so 
rapidly as cotton prices. The extent of the movement is indented in 
a comparison of the organizations of similar-sized farms in the bigb 
pl^s cotton area of Texas in 1924 and in 1931. Cotton remainedme 
chief source of income but more livestock were kept during the latter 
year, and sufficient feed was produced for their use. In addition, irri¬ 
gated home gardens furnished an abundance of vegetables. On a 
group of 141 farms in the area, it was estimated that the value of the 
food produced and consumed at home in 1931 averaged $267 per farm. 
The degree to which farmers are “living at home” is partictuarly sig¬ 
nificant because the area has had a predominantly commercialized 
agriculture. 

_ The_ other and more drastic adjustment maae to meet the present 
situation was in the direction of curtailing the outlay of cash in oper¬ 
ating the farm business. Purchases of farm machinery in 1931 were 
reduced and farmera themselves did much repairing of machinery. 
Fertilizer consumption in eight important cotton-producing States was 
reduced by approximately 68 per cent in 1932 as compared with 1929. 

For the United States as a whole, preliminaiy estimates indicate that 
feed sales in 1931 were reduced approximately 37 per cent as compared 
with 1930. For the Cotton Belt States, it is probable that the reduc¬ 
tion was even greater because of the increased attention given to the 
production of feed crops. Expenditines for hired labor were also dras¬ 
tically reduced, partly through lower wages but primarily tlirough less 
intensive operation and a greater use of family labor. The sales of 
building materials for new farm improvements and repairs were 
severely cmtailed during 1931. Of 688 farmers reporting on this item 
in 1931, only 88 ineuiTed expenses for improvements and the expense 
reported was about 30 per cent lower than the average reported by 
farmers in 1929. 

Farmers in the Cotton Belt are living in spite of low cotton prices, 
but it is doubtful how long a program of such drastic retrenchment can 
be maintained in certain directions. Expenses for needed improve¬ 
ments and for replacing farm machineiy and work stock can not bo 
postponed indefinitely. Climatic conditions will not always assure 
large yields despite decreased use of labor and fertilizer. Farm fami¬ 
lies will continue to live under reduced standards so lor^ as no better 
opportunities are available in other occupations, but inadequate med¬ 
ical attention and educational advantages, if continued, will be 
decidedly injurious. 

Lawrence Myers, L. D. Howell, and B. H. Thibodeaux, 

Buteau of Agricultural Economics. 


M ultiplicity of Varieties For many years the Umted 
Handicaps Improvement in States Department of Agricul- 
the American Cotton Crop ture has kept a record of the 

names of cotton varieties culti¬ 
vated in the United States. More than 1,200 different names have 
been listed, about 400 of which have been added in the last 10 years. 
From one State alone about 150 variety names have been reported. 
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Many of these varieties are renamed older varieties, with no separate 
characters sulE&ciently distinct to justify different names. Compara¬ 
tively few varieties now being cultivated in the United States have 
been subjected to any selection or improvement that could properly be 
called breeding. Practically every cotton farmer who succeeds in mak- 
mg a high yield, even though it be from a small area of especially good 
or highly fertilized soil, has a demand for seed for planting pui’poses. 
If this demand continues for several seasons the grower often gives the 
cotton a name, usually his own, and advertises it as a new vaiiety. 
This has resulted in an almost endless confusion of varietj names, most 
of them meaning litlie or nothing and representing no higher standard 
of purity of seed or qualitjr of fiber than that which can be produced 
from ordinary run-of-the-gin seed. 

Superior Varieties Available 

Durmg recent years superior high-yielding varieties of upland cotton 
producing a staple from to 1% inches and longer have been bred 
and developed by the United States Department of Agriculture, by the 
State agriculture colleges and experiment stations, and bjr competent 
private breeders. These varieties are adapted to the entire range of 
climatic and seasonal conditions in the cotton-growing regions ot the 
United States, from Virginia to California, and have been awaiting 
necessary improvement in the cotton industiy to biing them into more 
popular demand and wider utilization. 

For many years a vigorous campaign has been conducted by Federal, 
State, and responsible private organizations to encourage the wider 
planting of these superior varieties, in order to improve the average 
quality of the fiber produced. Encourag^ progress has been made m 
the last few years, but the fact still remains that only about 5 per cent 
of the approximately 600,000 tons of seed required to plant the Ameri¬ 
can crop IS being handled by bleeders and seed dealers, the remaining 
95 per cent being largely of ordinary mixed ^-run stocks, producing a 
lai-ge proportion of short, irregular fiber witn poor spinning quality. 

^ In 14 cotton-growing States in the main Cotton Belt, State institu¬ 
tions are recommending approximately 100 varieties or strains of cot¬ 
ton for the various conditions of production. Of this total, about 60 
may represent difierenl varieties or strains, and only a few^ of those can 
be considered as distinct types. 

Available infonnation imucates that with intelligent application of 
Imow n methods of breedmg and selection not more than a dozen varie¬ 
ties of cotton are needed in the United States. With w'eU-establishcd 
regular supplies of locally adjusted pure seed available and generally 
planted under approved methods, it is believed that the present cotton 
crop could be produced on half the present acreage, and the quality of 
the crop would be greatly superior to that of the cotton now being 
grown. 

It is the consensus of opinion that the most important single factor 
that has interferred with more rapid progress in popularizing the 
superior varieties has been the system of buying cotton from the 
growers in the local rnarkets on a basis of quantity with little or no 
discrimination in quality of fiber. With no inducement to plant varie¬ 
ties producing better fiber, for which under present conditions he would 
receive no better price, the grower has confined his interest largely to 
vaiielies with high lint percentage or “ turn-out at the gin, in the 
belief that such varieties are more profitable under present conditions. 
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Seed Certification 

Until recent years the farmer who anted to purchase cotton plant¬ 
ing seed was obliged to depend on the claims of dealers chat the seed 
was pure and “true to Tariety.'^ With no means of being assured in 
advtince that the seed was as represented, only a few disappointments 

ere needed to discourage the grower and induce him to return to the 
use of run-of-the-gin seed from the local ginner who handled his crop. 

Through the efforts of Federal and State institutions and local asso¬ 
ciations, several of the cotton States have established practical meas¬ 
ures for certifying the quality of cotton planting seed, based upon true¬ 
ness to type and sufTicient isolation, as shown bv field inspections, ap¬ 
proved methods of handling and ginning the seea cotton, and handling, 
storing, recleaning, and testing the seed. State certification of plant¬ 
ing seed assures the grower of the quality of his purchase, and at the 
same time protects qualified breeders and dealers from unscrupulous 
dealers selling mixed, inferior giu-run seed as pure and true to variety* 

Variety Registration 

Several years ago, at a meetmg of the ^uthem Agricidtural Work¬ 
ers, an organization of leaders in cotton improvement in the South, a 
committee was appointed to consider the official registration of cotton 
varieties in the United States. It was hoped lo establish a plan of 
control i*eqiiiiing that all breeders or dealem submit seed of new varie¬ 
ties or strains to be thoroughly tested by responsible and qualified 
experts, who would determine whether the improvements claimed by 
the breeder justified a new name. 

If, through the State institutions, a practical plan of application can 
be worked out that will command the mterest and support of breeders, 
growers, and agricultural leaders in the South, vaiiety registration 
should lessen the tendency to give new names to strains that do not 
deserve varietal recognition. At the same time it would encourage 
competent and responsible breedei-s to confine their efforts to im¬ 
proving existing standard vaiioties, thus leading to the much-needed 
stabilization of ^ aiietios. 

Characters of a Superior Variety 

From the standpoint of the cotton grower, the characters of a supe¬ 
rior variety of cotton are early maturity; medium to light foliage; 
large, stonn-proof bolls, many with five locks and easy to pick; large 
;yieTd per acre; high lint percentage; and abundance of liber of good 
length, strength, and uniformity, on large heavy seeds that germinate 
well. (Fig. 5.) A tendency to continue fruiting at the top of the 
plants after a good crop of bolls has been set on the lowor branches is 
a desmable character, because the younger top growth attracts the 
weevils from the lower bolls and in favorable seasons of late frosts 
larger yields can be obtained from such plants. 

Small-boiled varieties may begin blooming and setting fruit a few 
days earlier than the big-boUed cottons, but early varieties wdth big 
boU .3 that frequently set more fruit during the first 40 days of the fruit¬ 
ing period than the small-boll cottons, have been developed. This is 
important, as the weevils are less numerous in the early part of the 
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riGLBE 5.—A supenor variety of cotton 7 , 1 th a large, storm-proof boll, 
laige seeclb Watuial size) 
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season Also, big-bolled varieties usually continue fruiting over a 
longer period than do Ibo small-boiled cottons, which is also an advan¬ 
tage, because the weevils are attracted away from the growing bolls to 
the tender squares 

Most cotton \aiietios vith small bolls appear in the field to be more 
productive than varieties v ith large boils. This is due largely to the 
[act that most of the small-boiled varieties have short fiber. The bolls 
frequently open more mdely and allow the cotton to fluff out from the 
locks. On account of their thinner walls, the small bolls diy out more 
quickly and usually open several da 3 "s sooner than the ohicker-walled 
bolls of the big-bolled vaiieties, though the latter will become immune 
to boll-weevil punctures sooner than the small bolls 

The increased planting of small-boiled varieties after the invasion 
of the boll weevil was largely the result of the popular idea that such 
varieties offered the best prospect of profitable production under weo^dl 
conditions But there is ample evidence to show that equal or larger 
yields can be obtained from Avell-selected big-bolled varieties under 
most of the conditions that prevail in the Cotton Belt. Along the 
northern rim of the belt, where the seasons are shorter, better average 
results may be expected from varieties with somew^hat smaller bolls. 
Also, in the more humid districts, difficulties may be encountered in 
wot seasons with varieties having very large bolls requiring a longer 
period to diy out and open 

From a practical standpoint an important economic advantage for 
the big-bolled varieties comes in the harvest season. Since it requires 
about the same length of lime to pick 100 small bolls as it does to pick 
100 large bolls, and since the latter weigh from 25 to 50 per cent more 
than the former, pickers can gather the big-bolled crop much more 
quickly and cleanly, thus obtaining higher average grades at less cost. 

The popular belief that a higher precentage of lint proves the supe¬ 
riority of a variety has cost imieiican cotton growei-s many millions 
of dollars amiuallj’^ and has led to further deterioration of varieties, 
rather than to improvement High lint percentages give no assurance 
of larger yields per acre, but may be the result of smaller or lighter 
seeds and may characterize weak or ?mproductivo varieties 

The custom of evaluating a variety of cotton hy percentage of lint 
should not give the farmer the idea that the lint percentage is a true 
standard for judging varieties for planting. The practical question 
of how to produce the most fiber per acre has no lelation to the 
percentage of lint obtained from a w agonload of seed cotton at the gin. 

The farmer must consider the lint percentage in relation to other 
questions of practical importance such as the size and weight of the 
seeds, the earliiiess and yield of the variety, and the length and quality 
of the fiber. It is only when these other qualities are maintained that 
higher lint percentages can bo accepted as evidence of superiority in a 
variety or specially selected strain. 

The safest and most effective w'ay to judge the merits of a cotton 
variety is to know, in addition to the hnl percentage, the lint index, 
which is the amount of fiber on 100 seeds. An increase in the weight 
of the fiber on 100 seeds is associated with an increase in the weight of 
the seeds, and fewer bolls of such cotton are required to produce a 
pound of fiber. Thus the lint index is an important factor in the cost 
of production, because any increase in the weight of fiber from 100 
seeds without change in the percentage of lint reduces the labor of 
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picking and thereby increases the efficiency of the pickers. Varieties 
with high lint percentage should not be selected unless they have the 
other desirable qualities. 

Uniformity in length is one of the important factors in the spinning 
qualitj’ of cotton fibern. The ideal cotton, therefore, from the stand¬ 
point of the spinners and manufacturei’s, wo^d probably have all the 
fibers of one length. But, unfortunately, uniformity in cotton fiber is 
only a relative term, since the natural condition is that the fibers on 



FUfiEE 6—Successive “pulls” of cotton fiber from the same seed, illustrating natur«a 
do\ elopment of fibers of difl^nt lengths. (Natmal size) 


the seeds differ greatly in length. For example, in a variety with 
inch staple, each seed will have fibers ranging in length from the short 
fuzz inmiediately covering the seed, through the successive lengths 
called linters and substaple, to the commercial staple length, and com¬ 
monly up to 1\ inches or longer. (Fig. 6.) While this range of fiber 
length on the individual seed has been known to cotton breeders for a 
long time, the importance of taking this natural condition of fiber 
development into account in breeding and selection has not been fully 
appreciated until recent years. 
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Since it is not to be expected that complete uniformity of fiber length 
can bo attained in any variety through breeding, one of the problems 
of the breeder will be to develop a variety with the highest possible 
percentage of the fibers falling w ithin a narrow range of length. That 
varieties do differ in the percentages of fibei*s of different lengths on the 
seed, and that the fiber of some varieties remains more uniform under 
variable conditions of production, have been indicated. 

Much remains to bo learned about the relation of spinning quality” to 
fineness, spirality or natural tvist, maturity, and physical structure of 
the fibers. Those and other related characters are being intensively 
studied by breeders and fiber technologists in the Department of 
Agriculture and in State institutions, as well as by cotton spmnei*s and 
manufacturers. 

Cluster Varieties 

Many so-called ‘^cluster cottons'* with very short-jointed fruiting 
branches have been advertised and sold as very productive new vari¬ 
eties. The cluster cottons usually appear very fruitful in the fields 
because the white cotton shows in large masses where the bolls are 
crowded together, and sometimes large crops are produced xmder 
favorable conditions. In the extreme cluster forms, several bolls may 
be fused or grown together into what appears to be a single boll with as 
many as 12 or 14 locks. 

A detailed study has shown the cluster haoit of growth to be a result 
of abnormalities m the formation of the branches, w’^hich explains the 
tendency toward sterility. Since this apparently is a general feature 
of the cluster cottons, it is possible to overestimate the value of the 
extremely close-jointed type of plant. 

None of the cluster cottons has attained more than temporary 
popularity, as the yields usually are very irregulai’, and many of the 
plants may be entirely sterile when the seasonal or other conditions 
are unfavorable. Other objectionable characters are irregularity in 
fiber length, excessive sheddiug under unfavorable conditions, and 
the difficulty in picking, of keeping trash out of the lint where it causes 
lower grades. In addition, many of the pedicels or fiow'or stems have 
imperfect joints at the bases, which prevent the buds and bolls that 
ordinaiily wnuld be shed from being detached and falling to the 
ground. This is vciy imdcshable imdor weevil conditions, since the 
natural control of the weevil depends largely on the larvae being Mllod 
in the fallen squares by the heat of the sun. 

Novelty Varieties 

The Department of Agriculture receives many inquiries regarding 
the possibilities of producing in the United States special types or 
varieties of cotton as novelties for wrhich hi§h prices would be expected 
from manufacturers. Tw^o of those varieties that have attracted the 
most interest in recent years are one producing colored fiber and a 
type called 'Svoor* cotton with short, wiry fiber. 

A variety of cotton with greenish lint, sometimes called Texas 
Wool,” has many times been brought to the attention of the depart¬ 
ment by farmers interested in its possible commercial value. While 
the greenish lint is the natural color of the fiber, it does not represent 
a recognized or desirable variety, but a chance variation that appears 
occasionally in fields of white cotton, like red ears in fields of com. 
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The fibers are weak and irregular like the short fu 2 ;z of the seed, which 
in some varieties has a ^eenish color. It has been reported that a few 
bales of this fiber have heen raised by farmers who hoped that such a 
novelty would prove valuable, but could find no market for it. 

Many varieties of cotton producing colored fiber are found in trop¬ 
ical America as well as in the Old Wond, but the fiber is chiefly used for 
homespuns in the countries in which it grows and is not exported. The 
range of color is from light buff to a rather deep rusty brown. Several 
of the brownish-linted cottons of tropical America resemble the upland 
cotton grown in the United States, but many belong to the tree-cotton 
group, which probably could be separated botanically into several 
species. Samples of cotton cloth made from brown lint have been 
taken from Indian graves of great antiquity in Peru and other tropical 
American countries. 

In view of the modem development of the art of dyeing, the impor¬ 
tance of naturally colored fiber is easily overestimated. The colored 
fiber would need to have some other desirable characteristics to justify 
its industrial use, whereas most of the colored variations are distinctly 
inferior to the white fiber of the same type. 

The attention of the department has many times been called to a 
variety of cotton with short, coarse, wiry fiber, known as ^‘Garo Hill,^^ 
or in some localities as ''wooP^ cotton. This cotton came originally 
from the Garo Hills of northeastern India. Small quantities of rough 
Asiatic cotton similar to the Garo Hill have been imported and used in 
the United States in the manufacture of blankets, usually at prices 
somewhat below those of American upland cotton. 

The possibility of producing such cotton in the United States has 
received attention at the request of manufacturers, but in most cases 
it has been difficult to get a stand, yields have been low, and the crop is 
subject to severe damage in stormy weather. It is also difficult to gin 
the wool cotton on the regular saw gins, on account of the small size of 
the seeds, but ways of overcoming this difficulty probably could be 
found if the crop were satisfactory m other respects. 

In plantings made several years ago in Florida, Texas, and South 
Carolina, after a severe rain and windstorm most of the crop had fallen 
out upon the ground. This tendency of the fiber to fall out of the bolls 
if not picked promptly renders this cotton poorly adapted to cultiva¬ 
tion in the United States. In China the pickers are kept continuously 
in the fields and the cotton is gathered soon after the bolls open. 

On the basis of the results of many years of experimentation by Fed¬ 
eral, State, and private investigators, the best advice to American 
cotton farmers is to leave the novelty cottons alone, and devote thek 
time and energies to the cooperative production of standard, improved 
varieties that experience has shown offer the best long-time prospects 
of profitable production. 

C. B. Doyle, Bureau of Plant Industry. 


E E-AT-HOME Plans Much of the distress among cotton pro- 
and Soil Building ducex*s in the United States during periods 
Aid Cotton Growers of low prices has been the result of the al¬ 
most complete lack of any constructive 
plan for maintaining soil fertility on the cotton farms and of the failure 
to produce food and feed crops to complete a sound live-at-home^^ 
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farm program. It has been, the common practice of growei’s to plant 
the same land to cotton year after year with practically no attention 
to the proper use of fertilizei’s or to rotation of cotton with soil-building 
crops. G3*owoi*s in the eastern section of the Cotton Belt have de¬ 
pended largely on homemade or commercial fertilizers applied too 
thinly to provide sufTicient plant food to maintain even fair yields of 
cotton. This soil starvation has resulted in gradual loss of fertility 
with lower j/ields of shorter and more irregular fiber of inferior quality. 

On the other hand, those cotton growlers who so phm their cropping 
systems as to provide first for sufficient acreages of corn, small grains, 
hay, and other feed crops (including cow peas, peanuts, soybeans, vel- 
vetbeans, and similar crops), not only to feed pigs, chickens, farm work 
stock, and family cows, but also to build up and maintain soil fertility, 
are able to produce cotton at low cost, and get the best returns for the 
land used and for the capital and labor expended. These farmers usu¬ 
ally plan for as many acres of cotton as they can care for properly and 
harvest early with the available farm equipment and such assistance 
as may be relied upon. 

After providing for farm needs, including fertility”, and for such acre¬ 
age of cotton as can be well cared for, other enterprises may be selected 
in order to make use of unutilized land and labor. Such enterprises 
may increase food and feed for sale or for some productive hvestock 
enterprise, but cai'e must be taken that these added enterprises do not 
seriously compete with cotton in labor requhements or tend to diminish 
the fertility of the soil. 

The choice of crops and groupings will differ according to local con¬ 
ditions, and farmers should consiilt their State experiment stations or 
extension services for specific advice on their own particular problems. 

As a result of an intensive study made several years ago, the follow¬ 
ing general recommendations for improvements in farm practices with 
cotton are being emphasized by the United States Department of 
Agriculture and the Association of Southern Agricuhural Workers^. 

Selection of Land 

Select well-di’ained, fertile soil for cotton. Only land capable of pro¬ 
ducing at least one-half bale per acre with the use of a reasonable quan¬ 
tity of fertilizer, shoxild be planted to cotton, if such land is available. 

Preparation of Soil 

No sot rules for preparation of the seed bed can be laid down. This 
operation will be influenced by the topography type of soil, the crop 
previously grown, seasonal conditions, and available implements. Fla t 
breaking in fall or early winter is desirable, especially on heavy soils 
not subject to washing, and whore the land has for some time been 
planted continuously in cotton. Five or six inches is sufficiently deep 
to break land for cotton. On lighter soils, bedding in rows of the de- 
shed wddth some time before planting seems to answer every require¬ 
ment. Preparation should be early enough to give a firm, smooth, 
well-settled seed bed at planting time. 

Fertilizers 

The use of commercial fertilizers in arid regions having scant sum¬ 
mer rainfall, can not safely be recommended, but elsewffiere it has gen¬ 
erally proved profitable in the production of cotton. Applications up 
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to 800 pounds per acre, according to soil type and natural ferfffity, are 
recommended generally by the experiment stations of practically all 
the States in humid territory. The fomulas now most used for cotton 
fertilizers are variations of 3-8-3 or 4-8-4, the figures representing 
respectively the percentages of available nitrogen, phosphoric acid, 
and potash. In very sandy soils or where rust is present a potash con¬ 
tent higher than in clay loam soils or sandy loams with a friable red 
clay subsoil, is ordinarily needed. In the latter soils^ the use of phos¬ 
phoric acid and nitrogen alone frequently gives satisfactory results. 
Fertilizers are apphea to best advantage just before or at planting 
time. An additional application of 100 to 200 pounds of mtrate of 
soda or other form of quickly av^able nitrogen as a side dressing is 
now generally recommended. This is usually made immediately alter 
cotton has been chopped and hoed. In the Delta soils of Mississippi 
and in similar types, nitrogen in a quickly available form is the only 
fertilizer commonly used. (See article on fertilizers for cotton soils, 

p. 118.) 

Planting 

Selected seed of an improved, early matm'ing variety, recommended 
for the locality by the State experiment station and the United States 
Department of Agriculture, should be planted. 

Planting should not be done until it is reasonably certain that danger 
from frost and cold is past and tiie ground has become warm enough 
to insure prompt germination and vigorous early growth. ^ Heavy 
seeding and proper depth of planting are very necessary to insure a 
full stand. Not less than 1 bushel, and preferably 1^ bushels, of seed 
per acre should be planted, unless a “dropper” planter is used, when 
2 to 3 pecks is sufficient. 

Graded and delinted seed, imder favorable weather conditions, will 
germinate sooner and produce healthier, more uniform, and more 
vigorously gro\ying plants than ungraded and untreated seed. The 
planting of a single variety as nearly simultaneously as possible by 
entire communities and counties is strongly urged. 

Spacing 

Rows should be 3 to 4 feet apart, depending on the fci’tility of the 
soil. Raffic growth may be prevented by leaving the plants closer 
together in the rows than was customary in former years. Early ma¬ 
turity and larger yieWs are generally obtained by leaving tw’o or three 
stalks together in hiUs a hoe width apart. The spacing recommen¬ 
dation of the Association of Southern Agricultural Workers is 8 to 
12 inches with one to three stalks in the hill, dependent on soil and 
average seasonal conditions. 

With the larger yields that can be obtained under the close or 
“thick” spacing method, it is possible to restrict the planting of cotton 
to the better sous, so that fewer acres can be made to produce the same 
quantity at less cost per pound. This would leave marginal areas, 
now producing low yields of inferior fiber, for other crops to which 
the land is better suited, thus avoiding the wide fluctuations in yields 
now being obtained under the unscientific methods of production 
generally applied. 
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Cultivation 

Cultivation should be shallow and frequent enough to keep the crop 
free from weeds and grass. If the cotton ridges ai'e not too high, a 
cultivation with the wecder or section harrow before the cotton comes 
up, and one or two culth atioiis of the same kind immediately after the 
cotton is up, are effective in killing weeds and grass, preventing a crust 
Irom forming, and starting young cotton to growing vigorously. 
During severe boll-weevil infestations it is advantageous to continue 
cultivation two or three weeks beyond the usual “laying-by” time. 
Great care must be taken, however, as careless or deep cidtivation, 
particularly at this time, may cause the plants to shed much of their 
fruit. 

Weevil Control 

If boll weevils are numerous at the time cotton is just beginning to 
square, all adult weevils should be destroyed, either by hand picfing 
or by poisoning, as may be most practicable. At this stage the 
molasses and calcium-arsenate mixture applied with a mop, can be 
used effectively instead of dust, if more convenient. When squaring 
begins, especially if the grower is not equipped to poison by dusting, 
he should pick and destroy all punctmed squares from the giound and 
the stallis once every week to 10 days for about 30 days. Then, if 
weevils are stiff numerous or if as many as 10 to 15 per cent of squares 
are infested and other conditions warrant, he should apply the calcixun- 
arsenate dry-dust poison. In applying the dust poison directions of 
the United States Department of Agriculture and the State college of 
agriculture should be followed carefuUy. (See article on protection 
against cotton insects, p. 126.) 

Picking and Ginning 

Cotton should be picked when dry, picked clean, and kept dry until 
ginned. If not thoroughly dry when ginned the staple is cut and dam¬ 
aged, and the price is sometimes reduced several cents a pound. The 
same thing wilt happen if the gin saws are out of alignment, if the saws 
are bent so that some of them drag or rub against the ribs, if some of 
the teeth are dull or broken, or if the saws are rei olving at an improper 
or too great speed with high rate of feed and tight seed-roll density. 
More care is required to gin the upland long staples without injmy to 
the fiber than to gin the short-staple varieties 

A comprehensive study of cotton ginning to determine the nature 
and extent of gin damage to the fibere w'as begun by the department 
in 1930 at Stonoville, Miss., where a specially equipped experimental 
cotton-gin plant and laboratory has been erected on a site made avail¬ 
able by the Mississippi Delta Branch Bxpeiiment Station. Through 
the efforts of agiicultural engineers, fiber analysts, and agronomists, 
the department is obtaining much information on the fundamental 
principles of cotton ginning and cleaning, which should increase the 
understanding of the relationships between the properties and condi¬ 
tions of the seed cotton, the mechanical conditions of the ginning 
machinery, and the resulting quality of the ginned lint. 

A recent development of this investigation is the de\ising of a siinple 
and inexpensive attachment for drying the seed cotton before ginning. 
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which gi*eatly improves the condition of the cotton and facilitates the 
ginning operation. With the general application of the improvements 
that are possible in the mechanical adjustment and operation of the 
ginning machinery, the present enormous losses through poor ginning 
and consequent damage to quality and utility of the fiber should be 
largely avoided. 

C. B. DoyliE, Bureau of Plant Industry. 


F ertilizer composition in the production of cotton some 
and Placement Play Big 2,000,000 tons of conunercial fertili- 
Part in Cotton Growing zers are utilized annually^ in the 

United States. These fertilizers are 
especially important in cotton production in the Southeastern States, 
where aSout 95 per cent of the cotton acreage receives commercial fer¬ 
tilizers. Approximately one-third of all the fertilizer consumed in the 
United States is used in cotton production. In the south-central 
cotton-produemg States only about 50 per cent of the acreage receives 
fertilizei*s, and in the southwstem belt only a smaU amount of com¬ 
mercial fertilizer is used in growing cotton, and this is confined to a 
relatively small acreage. 

Composition of Fertilizers 

The composition of fertilizers best suited for cotton growing differs 
with soil and climatic conditions. In the Southeastern States most 
soils used for cotton require, for normal growth and development, a 
complete fertilizer containing a well-balanced proportion of niti*ogen, 
phosphoric^ acid, and potash, the analysis and fertilizer material 
depending in a large measure on the type of soil. 

On the gray sandy loam soils of the coastal plain, occuring in the 
extreme northeastern section of the Cotton Belt including southeast¬ 
ern Virginia and northeastern North Carolina, which normally produce 
a rank vegetative growth, making early maturity an essential factor, a 
mixture containing 4 per cent of nitrogen, 12 per cent of phosphoric 
acid, and 4 to 6 per cent of potash is suitable. On the lighter soil types 
in this area, on which vegetative growth is inclined to be less vigorous, 
a mixture containing 6 per cent of nitrogen, 10 per cent of phosphoric 
acid, and 4 to 6 per cent of potash usually gives the best results. 

For the heavy clay loam and sandy loam soils of the central coastal 
plain section, including eastern North Carolina and eastern South 
Carolina, which normally produce rank vegetative growth, making 
early maturity essential, a mixture containing 4 per cent of nitrogen, 
10 per cent of phosphoric acid, and 4 per cent of potash is suitable. On 
the lighter sandy and sandy loam soils of the area a mixture containing 
4 to 5 per cent of nitrogen, 8 per cent of phosphoric acid, and 3 to 4 per 
cent of potash may be used with better results in order to stimulate 
vegetative growth. On the lighter sandy soils of this area the applica¬ 
tion of materials containing 18 to 30 pounds of nitrogen per acre in 
readily available form has proved profitable when made after the 
cotton is up, in addition to the complete fertilizers applied at planting. 
^ For the clays and cIot loams of the piedmont section of North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, Geoigia, and Alabama, a mixture containing 4 
to 5 per cent of nitrogen, 10 per cent of phosphoric acid, and 2 to 3 per 
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cent of potash has given good results. The sandier soils of this section 
may do better with mixtines containing 4 to 5 per cent of potash. On 
its less fertile soils it is considered good practice to use from 18 to 30 
pounds of nitrogenpor acre, from readily available materials, after the 
cotton is up, in addition to the preplanting application. 

On the wastal plain soils of Geoi^ia, particularly the heavy, dark, 
pebbly soils of the Tifton series, a mixture containing 3 per cent of 
nitrogen, 9 per cent of phosphoric acid, and 5 per cent of potash is 
recommended. A mixture containing 3 per cent of nitrogen, 9 per cent 
of phosphoric acid, and 8 per cent of potash may be better for the 
sandier and lighter phase of this soil. The gravelly, sandy soils of the 
Norfolk series respond well to a inixture containing 4 per cent of nitro¬ 
gen, 8 per cent of phosphoric acid, and 4 per cent of potash ; and for the 
red and brown soils of the Green^e and Orangebui^ series a mixture 
containing 4 per cent of nitrogen, 10 per cent of phosphoric acid, and 4 
per cent of potash seems most effective. On the light, porous, sandy 
soils of this section from 18 to 20 pounds of readily available nitrogen 
per acre can be used at the first cultivation of cotton after chopping, in 
addition to the usual application of complete fertilizer before planting. 

For the hill and flatwoods soils of Mississippi a fertilizer containing 4 
to 6 per cent of nitrogen, 8 per cent of phosphoric acid, and 4 per cent 
of potash is suitable; for the prairie section the mixture may contain 8 
per cent of nitrogen and 8 per cent of phosphoric acid, except on soils 
subject to cotton rust,where an 8-8-4 mixture is recommended. Where 
it is desired to use a higher-analysis fertilizer, multiples of the fore- 
goit^ ratios should be used. 

For the Mississippi Delta and other bottom soils near streams in the 
central Cotton Belt, froni 25 to 30 pounds per acre of nitrogen alone 
has generally been used with success, and on the soils subject to cotton 
rust 25 poimds per acre of potash in addition to the nitrogen may be 
profitable. 

The fertilizer requirements of the soils used for cotton in western 
Louisiana and eastern Texas are somewhat similar to those of the more 
eastern soils of the central Cotton Belt. little fertilizer is used in the 
sou^westem Cotton Belt, wMch may be designated as that area hav¬ 
ing its eastern edge at the dividing line between the great black-prairie 
region and the timbei'ed section of the East. It includes three-fourths 
of the States of Texas and Oklahoma and all of New Mexico and 
Arizona. 

In the black-prairie region where them is considerable loss of cotton 
from root rot, response from applications of quickly available nitrogen 
fertilizers or mixtures of phosphate and quicldy available nitrogen has 
been noted in recent experiments. This response is shown primarily in 
the rapid growth produced, and the early fruiting of the plant and 
matiuiog of the cotton, that result in a considerable increase in yield 
at the earlier pickings. The earlier maturing of cotton on these black- 
prairie soils, brought about by the addition of quickly available nitrogen 
and phosphoric acid, is a inoans of preventing losses from killing of 
plants by root int later in the season. The rational use of fertilizei-s and 
a practice of modified tillage, in conjunction with crop rotation^ soil 
conservation, and other measures of maintaining or restoring fertflity, 
offers promise for directly or indirectly controlling cotton root rot in 
the black-land region of Texas. 
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Fertilizer Materials 

Nitrogen is probably the most important fertilizer constituent in 
growing cotton on most soils. It is reauired for vigorous growth in the 
early part of the season. The principal inorganic-nitrogen sources used 
in cotton fertilizers are sodium nitrate ana ammonium sulphate, and 
the principal organic sources are cottonseed meal, tankage, fish scrap, 
and dried blood. The synthetic-nitrogen materials, such as urea and 
a combination of this with other salts, are suitable for cotton fertilizers. 
A mixture of inorganic or synthetic nitrogen salts with organic nitro¬ 
gen of vegetable and animal-waste origin k considered best for most 
cotton so3s, when used with phosphoric acid and potash in preplanting 
applications. 

Phosphoric acid is essential for the cotton plaiit at all st^es of 
growth, but its principal and most important r61e is m maturing the 
cotton. Superphosphate is the principal source of phosphoric acid in 
commercial fertilizers. Grades containing from 16 to 48 per cent of 
phosphoric acid are available. Ammonium phosphate, produced by 
combining air-derived nitrogen and phosphoric acid, is available for 
cotton fertilizers. 

Potash is essential for the normal development of the cotton plant 
and for the proper maturing and opening of the boUs. The principal 
sources of potash in fertilizers for cotton are potassium chloride, 
potassium sulphate, manure salts, and kainit. The first two contain 
approximately 50 per cent of potash, manure salts contains from 20 to 
30 per cent of potash, and kamit from 12 to 16 per cent of potash. 

Quantities of Fertilizers 

The most profitable quantity of fertilizer per acre for cotton varies 
with soil conditions, farm management, and economic conditions. The 
largest acreage applications are in the Southeastern States. Experiments 
on soils east of the Mississippi River show that from 600 to 800 poimds of 
well-balanced conunercial fertilizers per acre have generally proved the 
most profitable. On many of the heavier overflow soils of this belt, 
best results may be obtained by adding quickly available nitrogen salts 
alone at the rate of 18 to 20 pounds of nitrogen per acre, apphed after 
the cotton is up. In that section of the Cotton Bolt west of the Mis¬ 
sissippi River where commercial fertilizer have proved profitable, 
from 300 to 500 pounds of commercial fertilizers have generally given 
as good results as larger quantities. 

Placement of Fertilizers 

Cottonseed ^ould not be planted in contact with fertilizers. It is 
common practice in much of the Cotton Belt to apply the fertilizers in 
an open furrow, mix them mth the soil, cover them, and allow the seed 
bed to settle for 8 to 10 days before planting the seed. By this proce¬ 
dure the seed is planted above the fertilizer, on settled ground, which 
practice has generally proved satisfactoiy. Combiaation planters and 
fertilizer distributors, which ap^ly fertilizers and plant the seed simul¬ 
taneously, have recently been introduced. Data made available by 
expeiiments with machine application of fertilizers to cotton indicate 
that to obtain the most rapid comingup of cotton plants, the best stands 
and the largest yields, the fertilizer placement is in bands about 2 inches 
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to each side of the seeds and about 2 inches below the level of the seeds. 
Placement of fertilizers in relation to the seed is an important factor in 
cotton growing, especially with fertilizer containing quickly soluble 
salts. 

In growing cotton^ serious consideration should be given to the se¬ 
lection and fertilization of the land. High acreage yields tend to lower 
the cost of cotton production, and the use of proper fertilizers should be 
helpful. 

J. J. Skinner, Buiean 0 / Chemistry and Soils. 


C OTTON Diseases Take Cotton is attacked by many fungous. 
Two Million Bales of bacterial, and physiological diseases 
U. S. Crop Annually which cause annual losses of more than 

2,000,000 bales to the cotton crop of the 
United States. Twenty-eight specific diseases in various sections of 
the Cotton Belt have been reported by pathologists and mycologists 
during the last 20 years. The major diseases affecting cotton in the 
order of their importance, are root rot, Fusarium wilt, bacterial blight 
(in its various phases), root knot, rust, anthracnose, and VerticiUium 
wilt. 

Root Rot 

Root rot, caused by the fungus Phymatotrichnm omnivotvm, is the 
most important cotton disease in the southwestern States. The great¬ 
est damage occurs in Texas, especially in the heavy black-wax^ soils. 
In this State the disease attacks cotton in 196 counties and, it is esti¬ 
mated, causes an annual loss of 12 to 15 per cent of the crop; total 
losses to the State are estimated at $100,000,000 annually. Root rot 
is also responsible for serious losses in parts of Arkansas, Oklahoma, 
New Mexico, Arizona, southern California, and in northern klexico. 
Observations over a period of years show that the root-rot fungus is 
native to this region, as it is often found on wild plants remote finm 
cultivation and frequently attacks cotton, alfalfa, and other suscepti¬ 
ble plants when virgin land is cleared and planted to these crops. More 
than 600 cultivated and wild plant species are known to be susceptible 
to it. 

By attacldug and destroying the root system, the fungus causes sud¬ 
den wUtiug and death of tne plants, its growth in the soil being entirely 
subten-anean except when it is producing fniiting bodies. During 
warm periods following rainy weather in midsummer and later, the dis¬ 
ease is very active, often completely killing out large areas of cotton. 

In contrast with the ordinal moans of dissemination of other fungous 
and bacterial diseases of cotton, there is no evidence that root rot is 
spread by such agencies as fami implements, animals, wind, or water 
from infested fields, but may be carried to new localities through the 
transfer of infected plants or of sclerotia. The root-rot spots in cotton 
or alfalfa fields usually persist in the same areas for several years, and 
enlarge each year by a new belt of growth, where the disease often is 
more destructive than in the area previously occupied. In cotton fields 
the mots may dissappear for a season or longer and then reappear as 
small centers of infection which begin to expand with renewed vigor. 

Studies of the fungus have sliown that three stages of development 
occur in its life history. These are: (1) The vegetative or Ozonium 
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stage, which spreads through the soil and attacks the roots during the 
growing season; (2) the sclerotial or resting stage, one of the principal 
means of persisting and overwintering in the soil (fig. 7); and (3) the 
conidial stage, which frequently occurs aboveground under special 
conditions of shade and moisture, but whose function is yet un¬ 
known. Attempts to germinate the spores that are abundant in the 
conidial mats have met with failure, and there is no evidence that 



thev cause infection. 

No satisfactory 
way of dealing with 
the root-rot disease 
has been found, but 
significant informa¬ 
tion on the habits of 
the fungus and its 
mode of progression 
through the soil has 
been obtained in re¬ 
cent years, so control 
measures may even¬ 
tually be developed. 

In Texas, where the 
disease is particular¬ 
ly serious, a 2-year 
and preferably a 3- 
year rotation of cot¬ 
ton with grain crops, 
combined with deep 
tillage immediately 
after the grains are 
harvested, has re¬ 
duced the disease in 
some experiments. 
Recent experiments 
in treating primary 
centers and small 
spots of infection 
with 4 per cent am¬ 
monia water are giv¬ 
ing favorable indica¬ 
tions of control. The 
toxic effect of ammo¬ 
nia on the root-rot 


Fioube 7 —Sclerotu or hold-o\cr bodies of the cotton root-rot fungus fungUS haS been COn- 
as they occur in Tevas black-land soils. (X6) jQmied 111 nOLaiiy eX- 

S jriments, including 
cation of ammonia 

to the soil under field conditions. Other ammonium compounds 
have also reduced the infection in some tests. Under iriigation, appli¬ 
cations of formaldehyde killed the vegetative and sclerotial stages of 
the fungus at considerable depths in the soil, and repeated applications 
of barnyard manure were also effective in reducing the extent of the 
disease. 
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Fusarium Wilt 

Fusarixim wilt, cauftod by the fungus Fvsaihun is found 

in many typos of soil, from Virginia to New Movioo, The losses from 
tills disease are difficult to estimate, but in the aggregate they reach 
several million dollars annually. 

Wilt-infected plants appear dwarfed soinew'hat early in the season, 
the leaves become yellow betw^een the veins, and sections of stems 
and roots are black, giving rise to the common name “black rot.^’ 
The fungus gains entrance" into the roots of the plant from the soil, 
and its ^’owth produces in the tissues toxins which finally accumulate 
in sufficient quantity to cause wilting and eventually death of the 
plant 

In attempting to control wilt, growem should bear in mind the 
following points: (1) If the disease is unusually prevalent, select wilt- 
resistant varieties of cotton; (2) combine this procedure with a system 
of crop rotation that is adaptable to the particular locality; (3) fertilize 
the plants liberally wdth high-grade, balanced fertilizers, and maintain 
adequate vegetable matter in the soil either by adding manure or by 
plowing under cover crops such as rye, vetch,' cownpeas, or soybeans 
Adequate plant food increases the resistance of the cotton plant to 
wilt and many other diseases. Wilt-resistant varieties adapted to 
local conditions have been developed in the wilt-infected regions, and 
farmers are advised to apply to their State experiment stations for 
information on suitable varieties and on sources of seed supply. 

Bacterial Blight 

Bacterial blight, also known as black arm and angular leaf spot, 
c'aused by the organism. Bactetium mahacearym {Ph^omonas mnlva- 
cearuw), occurs generally throughout the South and also in the south- 
w’estem cotton districts. It is estimated to cause an annual loss in 
upland cotton of about 2 per cent, while in the Egyptian and sea- 
island varieties its damage is sometimes much greater. The principal 
injurious effects are the stunting or death of seedlings, defoliation of the 
plants, the shedding of buds and the rotting of bolls. (Fig. 8.) Dam¬ 
age is often especially severe after windstorms and during cold, wet 
weather, and the disease is cliiefly spread by wdnd-blown rain. 

Experiments have showm that the disease is largely seed-borne and 
may be effectively controlled by seed treatment. The use of dust 
disinfectants containing from 1.4 to 1.6 per cent ethyl-mercury- 
clilorido, and other orgamc-mercuiy compounds, have given satisfac- 
toiy results in cxpeiiiucutal seed treatment for blight control. Seed 
treated with these dusts at the rate of 4 ounces per bushel of seed 
has produced exceUent stands of cotton with a minimum of blight 
infection on the seedlings. 


Root Knot 

Root knot is caused by minute eehvorms or nematodes, Cacoiiema 
radicicolaf which bore into the roots, causing galls or abnormal swell¬ 
ings. This disease affects cotton and many other plants in practically 
every State in the Cotton Belt. Like wilt, it is most severe in sandy 
soils of low water-holding capacity. Losses to the croj) range from a 
trace to as high as 4 per cent annually in some of the principal cotton- 
producing States. 
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The pest affects all susceptible crops alike, causing swellings, nod¬ 
ules, and discoloration of the roots, and stunting the growth of the 
plants by cutting off the food and water supply. Root knot is dis¬ 
seminated by drainage water, cultivating implements, infected plant 
roots, or by any agency that may carry soil particles. A common 
means of spread is through planting infected nm-seiy stock. 

In cotton districts where root knot is unusually prevalent, rotation 
>vith nonsiisceptible crops such as winter grains or resistant summer 



l i<»i LB b —Ch ii icloristic ippeuance of cotton boll!> infected with bacteii il blicht (Natural size; 

legumes for tw o or thi'ee yeara in succession, is the only effective con¬ 
trol measure so far developed A list of cultivated plants that are 
resistant or susceptible to root knot may be obtained from the United 
States Department of Agiiculturo upon request. 

Rust 

Rust or ‘‘potash hunger” is a physiological disorder of the cotton 
plant, pievalent on soils of low fertility, especially those deficient in 
vegetable matter and available potash. It occurs commonly in the 
coastal plain districts of the Cotton Belt, and is also sometimes 
observed on poorly drained “buckshot” prairie and lime-land sections 
of States in the mid-South. The average annual loss for the entire 
Cotton Belt is estimated at about 4 or 5 per cent of the crop. 

Plants affected with rust fail to make normal gi’owth, being small 
and lacking a healthy green color. Toward the middle of the season 
the leaves assume a mottled appearance, yeUow spots appearing over 
areas farthest removed from the A’eins. These spots enlarge and 
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become brownish, and later the entire leaf becomes somewhat black¬ 
ened, ciuded, and ragged. Shedding follows rapidly, leaving the 
stalk bare. &nee most of the leaves are shed prematurety, the bolls 
fail to develop pro|)erly and the lint is of inferior quality. 

Rust may be satisfactorily controlled by increasing the vegetable 
content of the soil. This may be done by growing and plowing under 
green-manure crops, such as cowpeas, soybeans, Austrian wrinter peas, 
and vetch, or with liberal applications of barnyard manure. The use 
of kainit at the I'ate of 200 pounds per acre, or fertilizers containing 
from 4 to 6 per cent avaUable potash, will also reduce rust damage. 

Anthracnose 

Anthracnose, or pink boll rot, caused by the fungus Glormrella gas¬ 
sy pu, is widely prevalent throughout the mid-South and Southeastern 
States, especially where cotton grows rank and where rainfall is fre¬ 
quent. The losses from this disease range from less than 1 per cent to 
as high as 40 or 50 per cent in some localities. Although primarily a 
disease of the bolls, on which it produces spots with pinkish centers, 
it sometimes attacks the leaves, stems, and bracts. The lint from 
infected bolls is usually stained pink and in many instances may be 
entii’ely rotted and worthless. 

Since the disease is disseminated largely through infected seed, and 
lives over the winter on diseased bolls and stalks left in the field, con¬ 
trol may be accomplished by crop rotation and by using seed from 
areas having a minimum of infection. 

Verticillium Wilt 

Terticillium wilt, caused by the fungus Verticillium alboairum, has 
recently been reported on cotton plants from the San Joaquin Valley 
of California and from several Delta counties in Arkansas, Mississippi, 
and Tennessee. It also occurs on cotton in Virginia. Although only 
a few observations have been made, Mississippi authorities report that 
“the heavier sedimentary and alluvial soils are more favorable to the 
disease than are the lighter, sandier types.” The damage caused by 
this wilt in the areas w^here it attacks cotton is unknown, but observa¬ 
tions in fields in several counties in Mississippi and Tennessee showed 
a range from only a trace of infection to as high as 40 per cent. 

The symptoms of plants infected with Verticillium wilt and of those 
infected with Fusariuni wilt are veiy s^ilar, and some pathologists 
even state that the two diseases are indistinguishable except in labo- 
ratoiy cultures. The Verticillium wilt, however, appeal's to be less 
virulent under certain conditions, and frequently does not seriously 
affect the yields of seed cotton. 

No definite control measiires for the disease are known, and in tests 
conducted thus far in Mississippi and California no varieties of cotton 
have been found resistant. Therefore, pending further studies in the 
development of resistant selections, rotations with alfalfa, grains, or 
other nonsusccptible crops may be a practical means of avoiding serious 
damage. 

D. C. Neal, Buteau oj Plant Industiy. 
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C ULTURE, Insecticides, From the begiimiDg of cotton culture 
and Quarantines Help on this continent growers have had to 
Control Cotton Pests contend with insect pests, and have 

always considered them as important 
factors limiting cotton production. One hundred years ago and eai’lier 
the losses wore caused oy the cotton leaf worm, the cotton bollworm, 
and the cotton louse or aphid. These insects are still as important as 
they ever were, but they have been somewhat overshadowed in recent 
years by the boll weevil, the cotton flea hopper, and the pink bollworm. 

Figure 9 shows grapmcally the relative damage caused by the boll 
weevil and other cotton insects to the cotton crops from 1909 to 1931, 
inclusive, according to estimates made by the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics. It will be noted that in only 2 years out of the past 23 did 
all other cotton insects combined cause rnore loss than did the boll 
weevil. In 1911 the cotton leaf worm made its appearance early and 
caused the defoliation of cotton over large areas. In 1926 the cotton 
flea hopper was unusually abundant in parts of Texas and other States. 


Jiff 




Figure 9 —Annual loss caused by the boll weevil, compared with that caused by other insects, 
19O9--1031. These figures were obtained from the 13 important cotton-growing States in which the 
boll weevil occurs—Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Loiuslana, Mi^isshipi, Missouri, North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia. There are only three 
other important cotton-growing States—Arizona, California, and New Mexico 
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It is difficult to make statements about cotton insects and their con¬ 
trol that will apply to any large area._ Cotton is produced commercially 
in all the Southern States, from Yh^nia to CaUfornia. Each State has 
its cotton-insect problems, but no two have exactly the same problems. 
The problems in two adjoining counties may be very different, and 
even on adjacent farms thei'e mav be striking differences in the abun¬ 
dance of insect pests and in the damage that th^ cause. Each farm 
and each cotton field offers a separate problem. To combat the insects 
successfully the grower should be acquainted with the important species 
that occur on his farm. Only a few important cotton insects, such as 
the bollworm and the cotton aphid, occur throughout the entire Cot¬ 
ton Belt, and these vary greatly in abundance m dffierent localities 
from j[ear to year and even from month to month. 

A brief summaj^ of information on 12 injurious cotton insects, giving 
their origin, distribution in this country, nature of injury, and practical 
control measures, is given in Table 4. 


Table 4 .—Condensed infornuitiofb on 12 importatd, cotton itisects in the United States 
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Tabls 4 —Condcnbcd irtfoi mation on 12 inipoitant cotton inBccts in the United States Continued 
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Cultural Control 

All cotton pests can be controlled to some extent by cultural prac¬ 
tices, and for many of them no other satisfactory control measures are 
known. Attention should be given first to certain factors that are not 
considered primarHy as control measures but are farm practices having 
an important beaiing on the abundance of insects and upon the ability 
of the plants to produce satisfactory crops when insect pests are nu¬ 
merous. It is advisable to follow the recommendations of this depart¬ 
ment and the State experiment stations as to what varieties to plant, 
fertilizers, time of planting, spacing, methods of culture, and crop rota¬ 
tions. Each of these factors is directly or indii'ectly connected with 
the control of certain insect pests. In general, early maturing vari¬ 
eties are preferable where boll weevils or bollworms are abundant. 
The proper use of fertilizers will cause the plants to develop rapidly 
and to outgrow injuiy caused by plant lice. Early planting may 
enable the grower to mature a crop of cotton before insects become 
numerous. Where the boll w^eevil is prevalent cotton planted tMckly 
is more productive than that thinly spaced. Thorough cultivation 
keeps the cotton growing vigorously and better able to withstand or 
outgrow insect attacks. Fall and winter plowing and properly planned 
rotations are also helpful in reducing insect injury. 

In addition to these good farm practices that may be considered also 
as cultm'al control measures agamst insects, there are other practices 
that are recommended especially for insect control. 

Few cotton growers appreciate the value of early destruction of the 
cotton stalks in controlling insects. This requires early picking of the 
crop, an excellent practice which minimizes loss in quality. Early 
destruction of the stalks stops the development of boll weevils, pink 
bollworms, and all other insects that continue to develop on cotton 
until they are checked by frost. The insects that develop in the late 
fall are those most hl^ely to survive and infest the next crop. The 
destruction of their food causes insects that are already mature to 
be^ overwinteiing in a weakened condition and therefore to be less 
able to survive. 

Enlarging the cleared areas surrounding fields in w^hich cotton is to 
be planted is considered by some successful planters the most impor¬ 
tant measure in control of the boll weevil. This simply means moving 
the hibernation places farther from the cotton fields, making it difficult 
for the weevils and other insects to find suitable places in which to pass 
the winter. The boll weevil is most likely to be abundant early in the 
season in localities where there are forests and other places in which to 
hibernate successfully. 

Removing weeds and trash from fence rows, ditch banks, roadsides, 
and fields near cotton destroys many boll weevils and other insects 
that have found hiding places for the winter. The cotton flea hopper 
passes the winter as an egg in goatweed (croton), horsemint, evening- 
primrose, and other plants, and its numbers are reduced by the de¬ 
struction of these plants during the fall or winter. This is also true of 
tree crickets and other insects that oviposit in weeds as well as in 
cotton plants, not to mention the red spider, the cotton aphid, the tar¬ 
nished plant bug, and other insects that continue to feed and develop 
on weeds during mild winter weather. 

Fall and winter plowing destroys boll weevils on the surface of the 
soil, pink bollworms on or near the surface, bollworms passing the 
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winter in the pupal stage, gi-asshoppers in the egg stage, and May 
beetles as grubs and as adults. 

Keeping down grass and w'eeds in and near the cotton fields during 
the spring helps to prevent the increase of the red spider, the stalk 
borer, root and leaf aphids, the salt-marsh caterpillar, the fall army 
worm, the garden wcbwonn, and many other injurious insects that 
develop on other plants before spreading to cotton. 

Natural Control 

Natural factors are constantly helping the cotton grower in his fight 
against insect pests. In the northern third of the Cotton Belt hoQ 
weevils are usually so greatly reduced in numbers by cold winters that 
the damage they cause the following season is negligible. This ex¬ 
plains the small boll-weevil loss in Missouri, Tennessee, and Virginia. 
In the western sections of Oklahoma and Texas, not only the cold 
winters but the hot, dry summers prevent the boll weevil from becom¬ 
ing abundant and have checked its westwai‘d spread. These factors 
are always helpful in boll-weevil control. In seasons following ex¬ 
tremely severe w^inters the suiwival of boll weevils is greatly reduced, 
and during periods of severe drought boll-weevil injuiy is often so 
effectively checked that direct control measures are not needed. 

Rainy spells favorable to boU-weevil increase usually check the red 
spider, which seldom becomes serious except during or immediately 
after a period of dry w^eather. Heavy showers wash off many plant 
lice. 

Predacious and parasitic insects, spiders, and birds are among the 
chief natural enemies of cotton insects. The numbers of every cotton 
insect are reduced to some extent by these agents. More than 60 par¬ 
asitic and predacious insects and more than 50 birds have been recorded 
as enemies of the boll weevil alone. 

Protection by Quarantines 

The boll iveevil, w'hich came into the United States from Mexico, 
and the pink boUworm, originally from India but also introduced into 
this countiy thi’ough Mexico, are now generally recognized as the two 
most injurious cotton insects. Their introduction into this country 
emphasizes the possibility and dai^er of the introduction of many 
other cotton insects. In Central America, South Ammca, Asia, 
Africa, and the West Indies there are destructive cotton insects that 
should be kept out of tliis country. 

Cotton grow^ers are now protected by the enforcement of a quaran¬ 
tine that greatly reduces the danger of the introduction of foreign 
insect pests. Also, the enforcement of domestic quarantines is check¬ 
ing the spread of the pink boUworm and the Thurberia weevil from 
the limited areas where they now occur in this countr 5 ^ Few cotton 
growers fuUv appreciate the protection they are receiving through 
the enforcement of these quarantine measures. Quarantine enforce¬ 
ment has also delayed the spread of the Japanese beetle and the 
European corn borer. These foreign insects are now becoming estab¬ 
lished in States north of the Cotton Belt and in a few years wul prob¬ 
ably reach cotton-growing areas. There is reason to fear that both 
will add somewhat to the troubles of the cotton grower, but it is 
hoped that they will not become cotton pests of major iDiportance. 
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Control by Insecticides 

Calcium arsenate dusted at the rate of 4 to 6 pounds per acre is the 
insecticide most generally used in cotton fields. No better control for 
the boll weevil has yet been developed. On good hind, when boll 
weevils are numerous, dusting with calcium arsenate is profitable and 
millions of pounds are used annually for this purpose. It is also 
recommended for the bollworm, the leaf worm, the square borer, the 
garden webworm, the j^ellow-striped army worm, and other chewing 
insects that feed on cotton foliage. 

Lead arsenate dusted on the plants at the rate of 5 to 7 pounds 

f er acre is recommended for use against the cotton leaf perforator, 
t may also be combined with or substituted for calcium arsenate in 
controlling many other insects. 

Paris green is especially valuable against the leaf worm because of 
its quick action in killing the worms. To prevent burning of foliage 
6 pounds of calcium arsenate or lime is mixed with each pound of 
paris green. 

Sulphur, finely ground and dusted at the rate of 10 pounds to the 
acre, is recommended for control of the cotton flea hopper, the cotton 
plant bug, the tarnished plant bug, and the red spider. 

The standard control for plant lice on cotton is 2.5 per cent nicotine 
sulphate applied as a dust made by mixing 6% pounds (5 pmts) of 
40 per cent nicotine sulphate with 100 pounds of hydrated lime, or 
with 100 pounds of calcium arsenate if it is necessary to check the 
boll weevil at the same time. 

Occasionally the fall armjr worm or the southern gi*ass worm, cut¬ 
worms, grasshoppers, and crickets must be checked in cotton fields by 
the use of poisoned-bran mash made by thoroughly mixing 25 pounds 
of wheat bran with an arsenical poison (1 pound of paris green or 
white arsenic or 2 pounds of calcium arsenate), adding 2 quarts of 
molasses dfitited with 3 gallons of water, and stirring until the mixture 
is a crumbly mass that can be broadcast at the rate of 10 pounds 
per acre. 

Insecticides must be used intelligently if satisfactory results are to 
be obtained. In no case is it necessary or desirable to apply an insecti¬ 
cide to cotton until the insects are actuallv present.^ Unless approxi¬ 
mately 10 per cent of the squares ai’e infested, it is not economical 
to dust for the control of the boU weevil. If such an infestation does 
exist, the applications should be made at intervals of four or five days 
until the infestation is brought below 10 per cent. At least three or 
four applications will be needed. 

Sometimes growers make the mistake of applying calcium arsenate 
when so few weevils are present that the time and materials used are 
wasted. Another mistake sometimes made is to stop poisoning oper¬ 
ations too early because the cotton has matured and few squares are 
present. Under such conditions one or tw^o extra applications of 
calcium arsenate may save many bolls and greatly increase the yield 
of cotton. 

Experience has taught some planters that it is profitable to observe 
insect conditions carefuUy and to apply poison oiAj to those parts of 
the fields that need it. In early summei* sometimes only the outer 
borders of large fields are^ infested with weevils. The cotton leaf 
worm moths usually deposit their eggs first on the rankest-growing 
and most succulent cotton. The red spider and certain other pests 
may be present only on the outer rows or on the ends of rows next 
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to weeds or other plants. By treating only the iiifcbted parts of the 
fields much time and money is saved. 

Additional information on cotton insects and the control of inj uri- 
ous forms may be obtained by addressing the Biirean of Entomolog;^", 
United States Department of Agiiculture, Washington, D. C. 

R. W. Earned, Bureau of Entomology. 

O NE-VARIETY Community Invchligations of the problems 
Plan Shows Numerous involved in the iiuprovement of 
Practical Advantages cotton production in the United 

States have been in progress in 
the Department of Ji^culture for many years, but the need of more 
intensive work was recognized about 20 years ago, largely as a result 
of complaints from cotton manufacturers that the average quaUty of 
cotton produced in the United States had deteriorated, furthermore, 
the efforts made at that time to demonstrate better methods of produc¬ 
tion to cotton growers showed many imderlying problems whose solu¬ 
tion would serve as a basis for more effective measures of improvement. 

Principal Causes of Deterioration 

Studies of the prevailing methods of growing, harvesting, ginning, 
and handling the cotton crop showed the follovdng major contributing 
causes of the decline in quality: 

The almost complete absence of any constructive plan of maintaining soil 
fertility on cotton farms. 

A general increase in the planting of inferior, early-maturing varieties, and 
varieties with high lint percentage, resulting from the belief that such varieties 
offered the best chance of defeating the boU wee\nl and producing a profitable 
cr^ under weevil infestations. 

The prevailing practice of planting many different varieties in the same neigh¬ 
borhood, w ith the consequent cross-poUination and moiigrelizing of inferior and 
good varieties. 

Mixing seed of inferior and good varieties at public gins, and mixing inferior 
and good fiber in the bales. 

General use of this mongrelized gin-run seed for planting. 

The growing tendency of giiiners, in response to the demand from growers for 
high lint outturn, to speed up the ginning operation for quantity instead of quality, 
causing serious damage to grade and spinning utility of the fiber. 

The practice of hog-round ” or flat-rale bii3dng in the primary or local markets. 
This system did nut pio\ide for the pa>ing of fair premiums for better cotton, 
prices being based on the average quality produced in each district, usually with 
no advantage to the faimers w^ho planted bettor varieties. 

Early Efforts at Improvement 

Publication of the facts in bulletins and reports by the United States 
Department of Agriculture and by State institutions brought the 
deplorable conditions of production and marketing of American cotton 
to the attention of growers, ginners, buyers, manufacturers, and the 
general public two decades ago.^ This resulted in a campaign for 
improvement that has been intensively cmied forward by Federal and 
State institutions and by many leaders in southern agriculture. 

Educational demonstrations of improved methods of farm practice 
were conducted, and showed the advantages of restricting cotton 
planting to the better soils, maintaining soil fertility by the proper 
use of fertilizers and suitable crop rotations, increasing home produc¬ 
tion of food and feed crops, and followdng other improved farm prac¬ 
tices. Many superior varieties of cotton, producing larger crops of 
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better fiber and adapted to conditions in the United States, were dis¬ 
covered and developed by the Department of Agiiculture, by State 
colleges and experiment stations, and by private breeders. The plan 
of restricting planting to a single variety in each gin community was 
shown to be the only practical way to avoid mixing seed at the gins, to 
increase and maintain the stocks of pure seed, and to make supplies 
of bettei’ fiber regularly available in the commercial quantities required 
by manufacturers. A new method of thick spacing of the cotton plants 
in the rows was demonstrated as a means of producing earlier and larger 
crops under boll-weevU. infestation. Other important measures of 
indirect and direct control of the boU veeyil, easily applied on the 
farm, were discovered and their practical utility demonstrated. 

All these measures were simple and could be applied at little expense 
by the farmers themselves. But w-hile some were put into practice in 
a few of the more progressive districts, the use of superior varieties at 
first did not become popular with growers, and for a time but little 
progress was made in improving tne quality^ of the crop. Several 
reasons for this lack of interest were recognized, but the principal 
imdeiiying cause was the failure of buyers and manufactm'ers to 
adjust their buying methods in the local markets to provide for pay¬ 
ment of fair prenuums for the better cotton and for commensxuate 
discounts for poor fiber. Growers were not interested in producing 
better cotton imless better prices could be obtained for the fiber. Local 
buyers were accustomed to buying at the lowest possible price, sepa¬ 
rating the better bales, and selling to the manufacturer at the highest 
possible premiums, but the prenuiuns went to the buyer instead of to 
the producer. Under these conditions the average grower would not 
readily change to a purebred variety uidi a better staple unless he 
were sm*e of a substantial increase in yield, because the better fiber 
retmned him no higher price per pound than the same grade of short 
inferior cotton gi’own from mixed gin-run seed. 

Recent Developments in Production Improvement 

During the World War the demand for all lands of cotton increased 
greatly, and with higldy inflated prices interest was concentrated 
largely on quantity rather than quality production. But with the 
severe slump in the market shortly after the war, when prices fell rap¬ 
idly to below cost of production over a large part of the Cotton Belt, 
attention was called again to the serious condition of the cotton indus¬ 
try and the great need of improvement in production. 

As a result of renewed and more intensified efforts by Federal, State, 
and private organizations throughout the South, within the last 10 
years there has been gradually bimding in the cotton industry a peima- 
nent structiue of cooperation in production and marketing that prom¬ 
ises to be mutually beneficial to growem, manufacturei-s, the consum¬ 
ing public, and the Nation. The more important agencies of improve¬ 
ment are; (1) The organization in the cotton States of cooperative 
gi*owers’ and marketing associations; (2) the establishment of coopera¬ 
tive one-variety communities in the irrigated vallej^s of the Southwest; 
(3) cotton-production contests; (4) reports by the Bureau of Agricul¬ 
tural Economics on grade and staple of American cotton; and (5) a co¬ 
operative project to encourage and assist throughout the South, 
the development of cooperative cotton production in one-variety 
communities. 
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Cooperative Marketing Associations 

The organization of cooperative marketing associations was the 
growers’ m’st collective move of protest against the inequitable system 
under which they were forced to market their crop, and the first con¬ 
structive effort to place themselves in a position to obtain better prices 
for better cotton and to elimmate the hog-round system of buying. 
Advances to members of such associations have been made on a basis of 
the staple length of their cotton, and this policy has been adopted also 
in buying cotton from the farmers in many localities. These associa¬ 
tions have made substantial growth, and eveiy cotton State from 
North Carolina to California has established separately or jointly a 
co-operative growers’ or marketing organization. 

One-Variety Communities 

■VTith the extension of cotton production into the irrigated valleys of 
western Texas,^ New Alexico, Arizona, and California, the establisli- 
ment of a quality basis for cotton growing m these new districts was 
recognized as a necessary means of overcoming the hanchcaps of liigher 
cost of production and of transportation to manufacturing centers. A 
genuine local interest and good leadership, with the natural advantages 
of isolation from the older producing re^ons, afforded an excellent op¬ 
portunity to demonstrate on a large scale the practical possibilities of 
the one-variety plan in a region far removed from influences of inter¬ 
fering traditions and prejudices and where the enoraious advantages of 
standardization in agricultui’al crops were already recognized. 

So favorably was the one-variety plan received that m 1926 a special 
act was passed by the California Legislature giving legal protection to 
communities where the farmei*s restricted themselves to growing a sin¬ 
gle variety of cotton. Several counties in California were established 
as pure-seed districts for the Acala variety, and the growing of any 
other variety was prohibited in those counties. 

Production Contests 

One of the most helpful influences in stimulating interest in planting 
better varieties was the cotton production contests initiated in 1925. 
Begim in Texas under the slogan “Alore Cotton on Fewer Acres” 
(later changed to “Alore and Better Cotton on Fewer Acres”), the 
spirit of these contests spread rapidly to many of the cotton-growing 
States, and imder the careful guidance of leaders in the State institu¬ 
tions the contests have been for several years a regular part of the 
improvement program. 

Their real value has been the practical demonstration to cotton 
growers that high yields and profitable production are not necessarily 
confined to vaneties with very short staples and high lint turnout at 
the Many prizes have been awarded to growers of varieties that 
produce a staple fifteen-sixteenth inch or more in length, with large 
storm-proof bolls, easy to harvest, and at a cost lower than that of the 
small bolls of inferior mongrel cotton grown from gin-run seed. 

Grade and Staple Reports 

The publication of reports by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
of the Department of Agriculture on the grade and staple of the cotton 
produced in the United States has been a helpful contribution to the 
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efforts to improve cotton quality. Beginning with the 1928-29 crop, 
these reports have appeared at regular intervals during the seasons, 
and by means of carefully collected statistical data they have shown in 
percentage figures and in numbers of bales the different grades and 
staple lengths of the carry-over and of the current crops. That in¬ 
creasing quantities of shoi't, irregular fiber of inferior quality were be¬ 
ing produced in the United States was not doubted, but not until the 
appearance of these reports were figures available to show the high per¬ 
centage of the total crop that was inferior cotton. Substantially lower 
percentages of untenderable cotton below '^s-inch staple, as shown in 
later reports, indicate an increase in the planting of improved varieties, 
though favorable seasonal conditions undoubtedly have been responsi¬ 
ble for some of the improvement. For example, varieties producing 
%-inch staple under normal seasonal conditions probably would run 
fifteen-sixteenth inch in length in favorable seasons, but the fiber may 
be shortened to thirteen-sixteenth inch in imfavorable seasons. Thus 
the percentage of the crop just above or below the tenderable length of 
seven-eighth inch may fluctuate rather widely between two seasons. 

Orher factors such as impoverished soils, use of fertilizer, etc., must 
be taken into account in evaluating grade and staple reports, but 
there is ample evidence that the publication of these reports has led to 
increased plantings of better varieties, especially in States where the 
higher percentages of untenderable cotton were being produced. 

Recent Progress in One-Variety Communities 

The most recent development in production improvements was 
begun in December, 1930, in the form of an active cooperation between 
the Bpreau of Plant Industry, the American Cotton Cooperative As¬ 
sociation, and affiliated State agencies, to encourage the establishment 
of one-variety communities. The active interest on the part of leaders 
in the marketing associations was evidence of a growing appreciation 
of the fundamental need for cooperation in cotton production as well 
as in mai’keting,^ and of the fact that permanent improvement in the 
quality of American cotton could not be assured until the necessary 
basic units of cooperative production wore established and large sup¬ 
plies of pure projmum seed were regularly made available and planted. 

The original plan of the cooperative effort provided for the establish¬ 
ment of at least one oqmmumty unit in each of the cotton States, but 
this has not been practicable with the facilities and personnel available. 
Many requests for asristance in establishing one-variety comm unities 
have come to the department from practically all the cotton States, and 
while it has not been possible to comply with all, advisory assistance 
has been given in many communities. 

If supplies of pure seed had been available, there is no doubt that 
one-variety communities could have been established in many sections 
of the Cotton Belt; but experience h^ shown that better and more 
permanent progress could be made with a few well-selected districts 
where the necessary local interest and leadership were available and 
where assistance in organizing the local associations coidd be more 
continuously supplied Siroughout the season. Such districts serve as 
demonstration areas where the practical advantages of the community 
plan can be shown. 

With the interest and cooperation of the State colleges and extension 
services, State experiment stations, vocational teachers, and local agri¬ 
cultural leaders, an active campaign of education and assistance in 
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organizing one-variety communities has been going forward, and sub¬ 
stantial pi‘ogress is being made. Approj^imately 75 one-variety com¬ 
munity units are now operatmg from North Carolina to Texas under 
the general supervision of State and Federal agencies, with a total of 
more than 200,000 acres harv'ested in 1932. The most notable progress 
has been in hlississippi, where approximately 50 such communities 
have organized during the last tw o years. With only three exceptions 
the Mississippi communities are in the hill-lana areas. In the 
Delta region of the State, a large percentage of the cotton has for sev¬ 
eral year’s been planted to the same parent variety. By adding approx¬ 
imately 400,000 acres in the Southwest, and the many ai’eas devoted 
to the planting of one kind of cotton that are being encouraged in 
several States hy cotton mills and dealers in connection with commer¬ 
cial seed-breeding enterprises, the extent of the growth of the one- 
variety plan can be appreciated. 

Spinning Quality of Cotton from One-Variety Communities 

The almost complete lack of information among cotton manufac¬ 
turers about the problems of the cotton producer, and among breeders 
and growers on the problems and reqiiirements of the mm^acturers, 
has interfered greatly with progress in improving the quality of Ameri¬ 
can cotton. These agencies have for many years shown little interest 
or concern for each other, but d tiring the last few years special efforts 
have been made to bring them to better mutual undeistanding. Man¬ 
ufactures are being drawn closer to the field of production through 
cooperative spinning tests on cotton produced in one-variety commu¬ 
nities, and information on fiber character determining spinnmg utility 
is being made available to breedem and growers. In addition to the 
cooperative mill tests, many mills tluoughout the South have become 
independently interested in cotton from one-variety communities. 
Substantial premiums are being paid for the community cotton, and 
large manufactmers offer a regular market for thousands of bales if 
the cotton can be made regularly available in the large quantities 
required. 

Requirements for a One-Variety Community 

Several basic and fundamental requirements should bo fully under¬ 
stood and applied in every district where the community plan is 
undertaken. 

Competent local leadership must be available to develop and maintain 
community intei’est and responsibility among the groweis. Success is 
not to be expected where the county agent or any outside agency or 
in^yidual attempts to organize a community and assumes the respon¬ 
sibility of leadmg its activities. It has been demonstrated many times 
that communities can be easily started on this basis, but that the 
movement eventually fails. Growers should appreciate in the begin¬ 
ning^ that improvement in production is their problem and is a com¬ 
munity responsibility, and iliat local problems must be wmrked oat by 
the growers themselves. Otherwise, confusion and disappointments 
usually develop in a short time^ especially in unfavorable seasons. 

It should also be understood m advance that the principal object is 
to produce fiber of more uniform quality and make it regularly avail¬ 
able to the trade in the conaimercial quantities that are necessary to 
establish a community reputation for better cotton and to obtam a 
higher return. It is a mistake for growers to gain the impression that 
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large profits can be made from the sale of pure seed to other districts. 

such hopes are not realized, they lose mterest and the community 
effort may fail. 

Experience has shown that, to be successful, one-variety organiza¬ 
tions should arrange their seed-production programs so as to have pure 
seed regularly available on a nonprofit basis to all the gi’owers within 
the commumty. Conditions differ in different conununities, but the 
most satisfactory arrangement has been to fix the price of seed on the 
basis of oil-mill prices plus the necessary costs of handling. It has 
also been shown that the increased stocks of pure seed produced in the 
communities wuU be more extensively utilized if they are sold regularly 
at low cost or exchanged for oil-mill seed. 

Two Kinds of One-Variety Communities 

Kecent investigations indicate that two kinds of one-variety com¬ 
munities may be effectively organized and developed: (1) Pure-seed 
communities, confined exclusively to a single variety, where the neces¬ 
sary breeding and selection work to maintain the purity and quality of 
the seed stocks is a regular pai-t of the program; and (2) production 
communities, vrhere large areas are planted to one kind of cotton with 
stocks of pure seed replenished annually or biennially from other 
communities or from responsible and qualified commercial seed 
breeders and increased by selected growers for community planting. 

For one or two seasons after a one-variety community is organized, 
it may be necessary to gin the cotton from that community on special 
gin days, in order to prevent mixing the seed with the seed of varieties 
from^ other^ communities. With proper safeguards, large stocks of 
relatively high-grade seed can be produced for more general planting, 
and if this seed is made available to growers in other communities, at 
low prices, it should be widely utilized. Areas where these larger 
increases in the use of the variety have taken place, will have an im¬ 
portant part in the general improvement program, but it is impossible 
to make permanent improvements in cotton production unless supplies 
of pure seed of the varieties that conmiand premiums are regularly 
produced and made available from the pure-seed centers. 

Another basic recjuirement is that growers themselves select the 
variety to be planted. Popular community selection, instead of direct 
recommendation from the outside, greatly assists to preserve the 
community spirit of responsibility and interest and largely avoids 
dissatisfaction, especially after an unfavorable season when the usual 
procedure of many fannem is to change their variety. Another very 
important point is for growers to agi'ee to plant the selected variety 
for a continuous period of three to five yearn, which is necessaiy to 
obtain a fair reading of the average results from the variety under 
local conditions. The community should build up a reputation for the 
superior quality of its cotton, and this may require several years. 
When a reputation has been made and actual values established, the 
importance of maintaining them should be recognized. The most 
effective and practical means of meeting possible complaints against 
the selected variety during this period is a w^ell-conducted and properly 
safeguarded variety test in the community each year. In admtion to 
the selected variety, one or two other varieties in which some of the 
growers may be interested should be included in the test planting, so 
that their comparative behavior under the different seasonal conditions 
can be demonstrated. 



138 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


Since conditions differ in each locality, and no single plan of con¬ 
ducting the organization 'v^ill be applicable to all communities, the 
most satisfactory plan for producing and handling seed stocks, solving 
cultural problems, obtaining insect control, marketing the crop, etc., 
must be worked out for each district by the growei-s thenpelyes, with 
such assistance as may be obtainable from the State institutions and 
from the United States Department of Agriculture. 

Advantages of the One-Variety Community 

The more important practical advantages that experience has shown 
are available to growers through cooperative one-variety community 
production of cotton may be summarized as follows; 

It is the only way to produce uniform, high-quality cotton in commercial quanti¬ 
ties tor wliich there is al^v ays a good demand. 

It is the only practical v ay to develop and maintain local supplies of pure seed 
where they can be made a\ ailable at a popular price. 

It is the most effective w av 1 o discourage the introduction of seed of miscellaneous 
untried varieties until proof of superiority o\er the local variety is demonstrated. 
Then all the grousers in the community can change to the better \ ariety at once. 

MongreUzing of \ arieties by cross-pollination in the fields and the mixing of seed 
at the gin are avoided. 

Improvements in j ield, quality, and uniformity of the lint are obtained. 

Pure planting seed of the best quality is made available every year at a minimum 
cost to community members. 

The grower’s problems in cultural methods, fertilizers, and disease and insect 
control can be more effecth cly v orked out by concentrating upon one variety. 

With one superior variety in the eommunitj, and planting restricted to the better 
soils, fields per acre of premium cotton can be increased at least 10 per cent, and 
production can be maintained on a binaller proportion of the farm area, at no c\tra 
e\pense. 

A uniform vage for cotton picking is easier to establish. 

Better adjustments of ginning macliincrj can be maintained with one kind of 
cotton, and a better quality of fiber should lesult. 

When miming where no other variety is ginned, bale© can not be plated with 
inferior fiber from other varieties. 

Growers can purchase and operate the gin cooperatively, and this should assure 
lower ginning costs as well as quality instead of quantity production. 

Problems of financing are simplified wdien the product is standardized. 

Select seed stocks can be de% eloped loealU and the surplus sold for planting pur¬ 
poses in other districts. 

Giading, classing, and assembling bales iu e\en-running lots can bo greatly sim¬ 
plified and the cost of marketing cotton all known to be of one variety is lower. 

The community can establish a reputation for producing uniform, high-quality 
cotton, and thus attract largo buyers or mill repiescntatives. 

Growers are able to get current premiums for staple length or higher iDremiums 
for large lots of e^ en-running bales. 

The bales produced in the community can bo identified by an identification mark, 
to keep farmers in neighboring mixed-variety districts from selling their inferior 
cotton in the community for a higher average price and eventually injuring the 
community reputation for good cotton. 

If the community’s bales are identified by authenticated samples taken at the 
gins, later sampling is not necessary, and the gin-compressed bales can remain com¬ 
pletely protected in standardized wrapping, to the vast improvement of their 
appearance and condition in the markets of the world. 

The development of the cooperative plan should provide more effective means 
of acreage control, and replace the present extensive and wasteful methods with a 
more intensive, well-balanced production program. Intensive methods are not 
directed toward increasing the total production of cotton in the United States, but 
tow^ard placing the crop on a quality instead of a quantity basis, with better re¬ 
turns to the producer. It is the relation of selling price to cost of production that 
determines the profitableness of the cotton crop to the producer. 

Standardization in cotton production facilitates cooperative effort in all lines of 
agricultural, industrial, and social interest in the community, to the mutual benefit 
of the entire community, the State, and the Nation. 

0. F. Cook and C. B. Doyle, Burean of Plant Industry, 




W HEAT’S Economic Position Many chafes affecting tlie eco- 
Affected by Surpluses and nomic position of wheat in the 
World Trade Restrictions United States have occurred in 

the last 10 years. Outstanding 
among them have been a marked increase in world wheat production, 
increases in tariffs and increases in milli^ restrictions of importing 
countries, and grovdng sui’plusea of wheat in exporting countries. Un¬ 
derlying these relatively recent changes, however, have been trends and 
shifts of production and consumption that have been in evidence over 
a much longer period, together with the consequences of the World War. 

Domestic Production 

In 1866, just after the close of the Civil War, the United States pro¬ 
duced 170,000,000 bushels of wheat. Dming the next 16 years produc¬ 
tion increased at the rate of over 20,000,000 bushels a year. It was 
stimulated by liberal homesteading laws that opened up to settlement 
vast stretches of land in the Great rlains, by the extension of railroads 
into the great prairie regions, tlie introduction of new varieties of wheat 
better adapted to the drier ai’eas west of the Mississippi, and by im¬ 
proved seeding and haivesting machinery. The passage of the home¬ 
stead law in 1862 opened up large areas of public lands west of the 
Mississippi River on very liberal terms and many men returning from 
the war moved on to the frontier, acquired new farms and engaged in 
agriculture. Lai-ge land grants were made to States and corporations, 
including railroads, and these endeavored to promote settlement by 
offering land for sale at low prices. By 1870 a railroad had been com¬ 
pleted irom Omaha to Salt Lake City and San Fi’ancisco, completing 
a transcontinental line. Another road had been extended from Kan¬ 
sas City to Denver. These two railroads brought the fertile lands of 
Kansas and Nebraska within reach of eastern markets and wheat pro¬ 
duction expanded rapidly into this ai*ea. Both acreage and production 
nearly douoled in the United States in the lO-yea^eriod 1870-1879. 

The invention and development of the reaper by Cfyrus McCormick, 
and the rapid distribution of this machine through the wheat-lowing 
sections gave further impetus to wheat production by lessening the 
labor of harvesting and reducing the cost. ^ The introduction of t&esh- 
ers driven by tractor en^es also contributed to the expansion of 
wheat growing. Another influence was the Mennonites’ introduction 
into Kansas of the drought-resisting Turkey Red wheat in the early 
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seventies. The success of tliis wheat under semiarid conditions aided 
in the permanent development of wheat production in the West and 
Southwest. 

During the next 10 years, 1880 to 1890, there was no gi'eat change in 
either the acreage or production of wheat in the United States, but a 
matoiial shift in important producing areas occurred. Acreage in¬ 
creased in the spring-wheat district of the northern Great Plains with 
the extension of the raih'oads in that area. The liard-winter district 
of central Kansas and the dry-farmed areas of the far West also showed 
a mai'ked increase, whereas production in the upper Mississippi Valley 
suffered a corresponding decrease. 

Another era of expansion in the wheat area be^an about 1890 and 
continued to about 1900, when production reached an average level of 
about 675,000,000 bushels.^ The opening of Oklahoma to settlement 
extended wheat production into that important area. The breaking of 
new lands in Minnesota and the Dakotas resulted in greatly increased 
wheat production in those States until 1899. In that year Minnesota 
alone produced more wheat than the entire Nation had produced in 
1839 and the Dakotas more than the total United States crop in 1849. 
With so rapM an expansion in acreage, production greatly exceeded 
domestic requii*ements and United States wheat entered more largely 
into export trade. This increased competition in foreign markets low¬ 
ered prices and brought about some recession in wheat growing in the 
United States during the next decade. 

Beginning^ about 1912, another expansion in wheat acreage began 
under the stimulus of several years of rather satisfactory farm prices 
and increased domestic utilization vhich had enlarged from about 
400,000,000 bushels in 1895 to nearly 600,000,000 in 1912, Produc¬ 
tion increased rapidly and in 1915, under the stimulus of higher prices 
following the outbreak of the World War, reached the highest point 
on record vdth a crop of 1,026,000,000 bushels. In 1916 and 1917 
production was only about 60 per cent as great as in 1915, largely 
because of an epidemic of black stem rust in 1916 and because of 
drought and extensive winter killing in 1917. In 1918 a crop of 
nearly 900,000,000 bushels was produced, and in 1919 when acreage 
reached its highest point in response to the w^ar-timo urge to grow 
more wheat and under the stimulation of high prices caused by the 
war-time demand, the United States produced the second largest 
crop on record. Poliowing this there wits some recession in lioth 
acreage and production until 1923. The acreage then increased 
steadily until 1929, when, at 63,000,000 acres, it w^as nearly as large as 
in the years just after the w^ar. Production also increased, reaching a 
high point of 926,000,000 bushels in 1928. Acreage was materially 
reduced from 1929 to 1931 w^hen 55,000,000 acres were harvested. 
About the same area was harvested in 1932. Production in 1932 
totaled only 727,000,000 bushels because of the reduced acreage and 
because of low yields of winter wheat. 

In 1869 but little w^heat w^as grown in the States west of Iowa, 
and the ^eat bulk of the production of the United States was east of 
the Mississippi River. Wheat growdng in Minnesota was then in its 
i^ancy and was confmed almost entirely to the southeastern por¬ 
tion of the State. (Fig. 10.) Tw^enty years later there had been a 
marked shift. Although production in the States east of the Ivlis- 
sissippi was not reduced, a great expansion to the westward had 
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occurred. The wheat-production map of 1889 (fi^. 11) shows the 
beginning of production in two new areas whore there was later to 
be a great concentration of wheat production—Kansas, and the 
Eed River YaUey of the North. By 1899, as shown by Figure 12, 



Figure 10 —Wheat pioduction m 1809 


the re^on ia the vicinity of the Red River Valley was by all odds the 
most important wheat-growing region of the United States, though 



Figure 11 —W’^heat pioduction m 1889 


Kansas wheat production also had increased, and this southwestern 
region had been extended downward into Oklahoma. In adchtion, 
CSifomia had grown in importance, and the Palouse wheat district 
of Washington, Oregon, and Idaho had become an important area. 

163050“-33-10 
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In 1909 (figs. 13 and 14) there were four fairly well-defined regions of 
concentrated wheat production^—the soft red winter wheat region, 
which extended from Ivlissouri eastward; the hard winter wheat 
region, with production concentrated in southeastern Nebraska and 



Figure 12.—Wheat production in 1899 


central Kansas; the springy wheat region of the northern Great 
Plains, including the Red River Valley and most of North Dakota; 



Figure 13.—W’'heat production In 1909 


and the Palouse district of Washington, Oregon, and Idaho. Cali- 
fomia had become a much less inmortant wheat producer. These 
four areas are shown in Figure 13. In 1919 the same regions remained 
the principal wheat-producing regions. An outstondiag change. 
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however, was the enlargement of the wheat area of the southwestern 
Great Plains, especially in western Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

The^ hard vinter wheat region had expanded stiU more by 1929 
when it constituted the most miportant wheat-groving region of the 
United States, and produced the great bulk of the vmeat available 
for export. During the period 1919 to 1929 production showed a 
decided tendency to concentrate in the Great Plains. In an area 
bounded on the east by a line from eastern North Dakota to eastern 
Texas and on the west by a line from eastern Washington to eastern 
Arizona the acreage devoted to wheat increased by one-fifth. In 
1920 this area had about 60 per cent of the country’s wheat acreage, 
and by 1930 nearly three-quarters of the total was concentrated there. 
East of this section there was a decrease of 40 per cent in the wheat 
acreage, while in the Pacific Coast States there was a decrease of 
about 4 per cent. These shifts in acreage brought about an increase 



Figtjue 14.—Distribution of wheat in 1929. The heavy black lines show the approximate boundaries 
of the four principal wheat regions 


in the production of hard red winter, hard red spring, and dm*iun 
wheats, and a decrease in the production of soft red winter and white 
wheats. Relatively little change has occurred since 1929 in the goo- 

f raphic dis^bution of the wheat acreage of the United States and the 
ard red winter wheat region remains the most important producing 
region. (Pig. 14.) 

Utilization of the United States Crop 

In the 5-year period 1866--67 to 1870-71 domestic utilization of 
wheat averaged 200,000,000 bushels and net exports 34,000,000 
bushels annually. Domestic consumption mounted rapidly; seed 
requirements increased with the increase in acreage, and other utiliza¬ 
tion increased with a rapidly growing population. The trends 
of domestic utilization and exports are sho\\m by Figure 15. For 
the period 1881-82 to 1885-86 domestic utilization had lisen to 
350,000,000 bushels annually and net exports to 124,000,000 bushels. 
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During the eighty’s, however, drastic price declines brought acreage 
and production "to a standstdl and while domestic consumption 
gradually increased, exports dropped ofT. Exports had reached a 
high point of 188,000,000 bushels in 1880-81, whereas toward the 
close of the decade they averaged only about 100,000,000 bushels 
annually. Another increase in exports took place in the early 
ninety’s but from 1890 on, year-to-year fluctuations in exports were 
very great and there was no longer a marked upward trend. In 
1891-92 net exports amounted to 229,000,000^ bushels compared 
with 109,000,000 in the pre^dous year, but so high a level was not 
again reached untU 1901-2, when they totaled 239,000,000 bushels. 
After 1902 there was a general downward trend in exports until about 
1910—the result of g^o^vmg domestic needs and a gradually declining 
level of production. In the years 1906-7 to 1910-11 domestic 



Fim'Rb l"! —Disposition of United States heat supplies. The bars for each ;year repiesent S-jear 
moving averages of the actual yearly figuies and show the trend of domestic utiliration, exports, 
and stocks from lb6S to 1932. Carry-ov er data for the earher >eais are not av ailable 

utilization averaged 546,000,000 bushels annually and exports only 
118,000,000 bushels. 

Prices, however, had been gradually improving since 1895, with 
occasional upward swings carrying w’heat at the piincipal United 
States markets above the dollar mark. Tliis price improvement was 
the result of an expanding European import market which more than 
kept pace with the growth of exports from countries other than the 
United States. The advance in prices, together with the development 
of new methods of production suitable to the semiarid regions of the 
West, resulted in an increase of acreage and production in the United 
States and provided an increasing volume for export. Domestic utili¬ 
zation, however, w^as growing less rapidly and most of the increased 
pi*oduction was turned into export chaimels. The World War resulted 
in a greatly increased demand for American wheat, and in 1914-15 the 
largest exports of our history were made—a total of 335,000,000 
bushels. 

Since 1920 the domestic use of wheat for food, feed, and seed has 
changed very little except for an increase in the last two years from 
about 600,000,000 bushels annually to about 700,000,000 bushels. 
The increase was biought about almost entirely by increased feeding of 
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heat to livestock. About 160,000,000 bushels of wheat were used for 
feed in 1930-31, folloAring the drought of 1930 which caused a shortage 
of feed-grain production over a large area. An even greater amount of 
V heat from the 1931 crop as fed to livestock, largely as a result of the 
very low prices of wheat together witli relatively high prices of feed 
grains. In the hve years previous to 1930, less than 50,000,000 bushels 
atinually were used for feed. Yearly net exports of wheat di’opped 
from 313,000,000 bushels in 1920-21 to 124,000,000 bushels in 1931-32, 
most of the decline occurring during the last half of the period. 

From 1919 to 1928 the carry-over of wheat averaged 125,000,000 
bushels or approximately 15 per cent of the annual production. In 
1927 and 1928 the wheat crops averaged about 900,000,000 bushels. 
By this time exports had fallen off considerably from the 1920 level 
and domestic consumption had shown little increase. Consequently 
the carry-over at the beginning of the 1928 crop season was relatively 
large. Since then, exports have continued to decline and the carry¬ 
over has continued to increase until, at the beginning of the 1932 sea¬ 
son, it was nearly three tunes as large as during the period 1919 to 
1928. The carry-over into the 1932 season was more than half as 
large as the crop produced in that year. 

World Production and Supplies 

For ail exjilanation of the decrease in e^orts and the consequent 
increase in the United States cany-over it is necessary to consider the 
world situation. Before the World War there were lour outstanding 
wheat-exporting countries—Russia, the United States, Canada, and 
Argentina. Also of considerable importance were Rumania, British 
India, Australia, and Hungary, each with average yearly e^^orts of 
about 60,000,000 bushels. The United States and Russia had been 
veiy important sources of wheat sup;^es for the importing countries 
for many years before the World War. Argentina, Canada, and 
Australia had come into prominence in more recent years and were of 
ginwing iniporiance. In the years just before the war, Russia was the 
largest exporter, but soon after the outbreak of the war, its exports 
were cut off and the mxporting countries of Europe had to rely almost 
entirely upon the United States, Canada, Argentina, and Australia for 
theii* wheat supplies. Furthermore, the war had reduced production 
in Europe and increased import needs. This increased demand 
resulted m a great expansion of wheat production, not only in the 
United States but also in Canada, Argentma, and Australia durmg the 
war period and in the years immediately following. The stimulus 
thus given to wheat growing in these countries was further augmented 
by the gjroater mechanization of wheat production that made it possi¬ 
ble for increased areas in the subhumid regions to be planted and 
harvested at what were then considered low production costs. 

This war and post-war e^ansion in the newer wheat areas, combined 
with the post-war rehabilitation of parts of the wheat-growing area of 
Europe, resulted in a great increase in world production. The wheat 
acreage of the world (excluding Russia and China) increased from 
225,000,000 acres in 1921-22 to 252,000,000 in 1928-29. Russian 
acreage increased from 38,000,000 to 68,000,000 acres during the same 
period. The effect of this increase in acreage was a^ravated by two 
successive years of unusually high yields. In both 1927-28 and 1928- 
29, yield per acre for the world (excluding Russia and China) was over 
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15 bushels compared with an average for the preceding five years of 
14.6 bushels. 

The result of the increase in acreage and the high yields was, of 
coui*se, large harvests. World production (excluding Eussia and 
China) increased from a level of about 3,200,000,000 bushels in 1921- 
22 and 1922-23 to slightly over 4,000,000,000 bushels in 1928-29. 
Although world consumption also had been increasing, production 
had increased more rapidly, and the result was a mounting world 
carry-over. Total stocks accounted for as of July 1, which consisted 
primarily of stocks in North America, Australia, and Argentina, 
mounted from a level of around 300,000,000 bushels in 1921-22 to over 
600,000,000 at the close of the 1928-29 crop year. 

The increasing acreage in Russia after the war represented not 
merely an attempt to increase its own food supply, but also an 
attempt to regain its former place as an exporter of wheat to other 
nations. From the time it had first droppea out of the picture as a 
wheat exporter during the war until the end of the crop year 1929-30, 
Russia’s exports had never amoxmted to much, the largest figure for 
any crop year being that lor 1926-27 when her overseas shipments 
amounted to 49,000,000 bushels. In 1930-31, however, as a result 
both of its rapidly increasing acreage and of favorable yields, exports 
from Russia totaled 112,000,000 bushels, and in 1931-32 they 
amounted to 72,000,000 bushels. Hence, Eussia reappeared as an 
important competitor of the other exporting countries at a time when 
they were already burdened with heavy stocks and m the thioes of 
an attempt to readjust theii* wheat production to prevailing levels of 
consumption. 

These large crops, the increased carry-overs, and the r^ntry of Russia 
as an important exporter tended to lower prices and with the develop¬ 
ment of a serious world-wide business depression, prices declined 
drastically to the lowest levels in the history of the United States. 
Similar declines w^ere registered in the markets of the other exporting 
coimtries and of those importing countries where free importation was 
allowed. Only in the markets of some of the importing countries of 
Europe wrhere drastic tariffs and other import and milling restrictions 
were imposed were prices maintained at levels approaching those of 
1928 and before. 

The tendency of these low’ prices has been to check acreage expansion 
and to increase consumption. Since 1928-29 total world acreage (ex¬ 
cluding Russia and China) has slmwn relatively little^ change. 
Russian acreage, how’ever, has continued to increase, rising from 
68,000,000 acres in 1928-29 to 92,000,000 in 1931-32. 

The World Wheat Situation 

The economic position of wheat in the United States is largely de¬ 
pendent upon the world wheat situation. The present very low prices 
in the United States, as well as the declining exports of the last three 
year^ have been due to the large world production of wheat and the 
world-wide business depression. Now, as in the past, the volume of 
exports from the United States and the extent to which wheat-growing 
is copied on within our bordei*s depend very largely upon the size of 
the import market in Europe and upon how well the American wheat¬ 
growing industry is able to compete with that of other exporting re¬ 
gions. In recent years some non-European countries, primarily Japan 
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and China, have also become important markets for wheat and flour 
so that the prospects for the oriental market have become an important 
item to consider. 

The amount of wheat that European countries will import depends 
principally upon the extent to which tariffs and other wheat and flour 
nnport restrictions stimulate European production and restrain Euro¬ 
pean consumption of wheat; also upon the general prosperity and 
pui’chasing powder of the European countries. ^ The oriental market 
appears to be very sensitive to prices, low prices rcsultii^ in large 
imports andhighpriccsinsmallimports. In addition,however,oriental 
imports from tlie western world are dependent upon wheat production 
in China and Manchuria and upon the accessibility of the present and 
potential wheat-growing regions of these countries to the industrial 
and commercial centers of Japan and eastern Cliina. 

The present competitive position of the United States in relation to 
other wheat exporters is a difficult orie. 41though the efficiency of the 
wheat groweis of the United States is high, it must be borne m mind 
that other countries have adopted, or, as in the case of Eussia, are 
adopting, our most advanced machinery and methods of production. 
In Argentina, Australia, and Canada production is more predomi¬ 
nantly from newer w’heat lands. These forei^ competitors also prob¬ 
ably nave greater opportunities for expanding production to virgin soil 
than has the United States, and their important wheat-growing areas 
are more accessible to ocean transportation. 

G. A. Collier, Joseph L. Orr, rad E. J. Working, 

Bmeau of Agricvltural Economics. 


N early 300 varieties There are at least 30,000 distinct varie- 
of Wheat Grown on ties and strains of wheat in the world. 
United States Farms Nearly 300 of these are grown on farms 

in the United States. Some have been 
grown in this country for 100 years or more, in a few cases probably 
having docended from varieties brought over from Europe during the 
seventeenth centuiy. Most of the varieties in the United States, how¬ 
ever, have been introduced more recently from foreign countries or 
have been produced by plant bieedem in the United States. 

In the list of available wheat varieties are many different types. 
Some are winter varieties which can be successfully grown only from 
fall sowing, and others are spring varieties grown principally from spiing 
seeding. Some are wliite, some are red; some have hard grain, some 
have soft grain; some ain excellent for milling, and some are not. ^ Some 
ai*e widely adapted and produce good yields under many conditions; 
othei*s produce good yields under special conditions only; and some are 
not satisfactory regardless of where or how they are grown. 

With the large number of varieties, it is not strange that faimers 
sometimes find it difficult to decide which varieties to grow on a par¬ 
ticular farm or in particular regions. (Fi^. 14,p. 143.) Nor isit strange 
that old varieties are sometimes advertised under new names, or that 
farmers are sometimes misled into growing varieties not adapted to 
their conditions. To decide which variety is really the best for any 
pai'ticular State, county, or faim may be difficult with the best of 
mformation. 
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What to Consider in Choosing a Variety 

There is much confusion regarding the characteristics that enable one 
always to distinguish a high-yielding variety from a poor one, and 
there are many erroneous ideas of what constitutes a good variety. It 
is a common notion that a variety with very long heads, a laj^e num¬ 
ber of gi’ains per head, or several grains per meSi (spikelet) is neces¬ 
sarily good. Other things being equal, a variety with a large number 
of grains per head whl produce a large yield. The difficulty is in as- 
sumiog that other things are always equal. They never are. For ex¬ 
ample, Turkey, the most widely ^own variety of wheat in the United 
States, has very small heads and seldom has more than two or three 
grains per spikelet. Under very favorable conditions, however, Turkey 
win produce 50 or more bushels per acre ^d is more productive than 
most other varieties in the regions where it is generally grown. 

Winter Wheat Compared with Spring Wheat 

Where the winters pe not too severe, farmei’s usually find it to then* 
advantage to grow winter wheat rather than spring wheat. In many 
regions conditions are usually more favorable for seeding in the fall 
than in the spring, and it is more convenient fco seed at that time be¬ 
cause of other work. Winter wheat usually matures earlier, and this 
often enables it to escape hot winds, drought, and insect and disease 
pests that sometimes seriously lower the yield and quality of spiing 
wheat under the same conditions. There ai*e exceptions, however, as, 
for instance, under irrigation, where spring wheat often yields as much 
as or more tlian wdnter wheat, and fiits better into the rotation. Simi¬ 
larly, in regions characterized by very dry falls w^here it is difficult to 
get wdnter wheat started at the proper time, spring wheat may be 
preferable. 

White Wheat Compared with Red Wheat 

East of the Eooky Mountains red wheat is almost universally grown, 
except in New York and Michigan, where, because of a special demand 
for white wdieat for the manufacture of certain breakfast cereals and 
pastry floui*, the latter is grown to a considerable extent. West of the 
Rocky Mountains white wheats are grown more extensively than red¬ 
grained varieties and often command a market premium. Much of the 
wheat of this region is exported to western Europe and the Orient, 
where there is a dem and for white wdieat. There is no known inherent 
relation between the color of grain and the yield of varieties of wheat. 
There ai*e h%h-yiel<^g varieties in both groups. Generally speaking, 
the color of the variety selected should be that of the predominating 
market class in the area concerned. 

Bearded and Beardless Wheats 

In many sections of the country, particulaily in the southern Great 
Plains, most of the wheat is beai-ded. In other sections, as in the 
sprii^-wheat belt until recently, most of the wheat has been beardless. 
Most of the wheat grown west of the Rocky Mountains also is beard¬ 
less. In the eastern pm^ of the United States the two groups appeal* 
to be about equally^ divided. Where the binder is used in harvesting, 
the awns cause considerable inconvenience, and many farmei*s prefer a 
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beardless variety. Where tlie combine is used it makes little difference 
whether wheat is beai'ded or not. Where windrowing is practiced 
awns are actually an advantage, since the bearded wheat is held up 
more effectively by the stubble, packs less, and dides more qxiicldy. 

In many parts of the country, however, bearded wheats are usually 
most productive. In Kansas, Nebraska, and elsew’here in the southern 
Great Plains the best-yielding varieties are bearded. In the hard 
spring wheat belt of North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, and 
Montana the best beaj'ded varieties also yield about 10 per cent more 
than those without beards. In the far w^estern and eastern parts of 
che country there api)ears to be no consistent diirerence between the 
two gi*oups. Generally spealdng, the j)redominance of a class in any 
I’egion may be taken as a reasonable guide to the probable superiority 
of bearded or beai’dless varieties. 

Winter Hardiness 

Any farmer gi-owing^ winter w^heat knows that he should grow only 
varieties able to survive the winter.^ In considering a new variety, 
however, information may be insufficient for a sound decision. It not 
infrequently happens that 2,3, or even as many as 6 successive winters 
are mild and a new variety survives successfully, only to go out com¬ 
pletely at the first real test. The United State's Department of Agri¬ 
culture, in cooperation with the State agiicultural expejiment stations, 
conducts extensive tests of new and standard varieties in order to ob¬ 
tain information on relative winter hardiness. Most of the new winter 
wheats put out by the department or the State stations have been 
tested and their degi’ee of hardiness is known. Without this infoiuna- 
tion no new winter variety should be grown on an extensive scale. 

Shattering and Lodging 

The extensive use of the combine (combined tluesher-haiwester) in 
recent years has emphasized the need of growing varieties that can 
stand without loss for a considerable time after they are lipe. Vaiae- 
ties differ widely in tendency to shatter. Some begin to shatter even 
before they arc ripe, and if allowed to stand for any length of time 
thereafter show serious losses. Other varieties have weak straw and 
lodge easily. Still other varieties do not shatter under normal condi¬ 
tions and are more or less resistant to lodging. In some areas it is 
difficult to find good nonlodging varieties. In the haa’d red winter 
wheat belt, of which Kansas is the center, the varieties best adapted 
have ra ther weak straw. In other cases lodging may occur only rarely 
and need bo given little consideration. Under an a])undant rainfall 
and on a rich soil which promotes a rank giowrth, lodging is likely to 
occur, and it is then particularly desirable to choose varieties having 
the least tendency in this direction. 

Resistance to Insects and Diseases 

Insects and plant diseases exact a heavy toll from the wheat grower. 
Moreover, there is a tendency for these losses to increase; in fact, there 
are important wheat-growing areas where wheat could not be grown were 
it not for the use of control methods that were unknown 25 ye«TO ago. 
Bunt or stinJdng smut, loose smut, stem rust, black chaff, Hessian fly, 
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chinch bug, fake wireworm, and wheat stem maggot are the more im¬ 
portant pests. Fortunately^ there are varieties of wheat resistant to 
one or more of these enenues, and for several parts of the country 
adapted varieties resistant to one or more most important pests have 
been developed. Ceres wheat, resistant to stem rust, is an example. 
This new variety, partly because of its resistance and partly because 
of other good characteristics, is now grown on approxirnately 5,000,000 
acres in the hard red spnng wheat region of the United States and 
Canada. Ridit, Albit, and Oro are resistant to bunt, and their acreage 
is increasing in the Pacific Northwest. Some varieties are resistant to 
Hessian flv, others to leaf rust, and still others to the black chaff 
disease, S,esistance to disease should be given increasing considera¬ 
tion in choosing varieties; and while this factor should not conipletely 
overshadow other factors that determine varietal value, it may in some 
cases mean the difference between success and failure. Particularly 
is this true of resistance to stem rust or smut where these diseases are 
most serious. 

Time of Maturity and Yield 

There is an important relation between time of matmitv and yield, 
although for many sections of the country this relation is not very 
definitely known," An eaaly-maturing wheat, for example, is much 
more likely to escape damage from hot winds, dinught, and I'ust than 
is one that matures late. On the contrary, a late-maturing variety 
is very sm-e to be better yielding in regions without pests, and with 
favorable climatic conditions and good soil. It reejuires some time for 
a wheat plant to elaborate the materials that go mto the gi’ain, and 
when conditions are favorable, the longer the plant can grow the 
greater the weight of m-ain it can produce. 

No general rule on the subject can be given, but within reasonable 
limits early-matming varieties usually produce the best yields in the 
Great Plains region and elsewhere in the southern half of the United 
States. Toward the northern boimdary, where there is a tendency 
toward cooler summei's and in some oases more abundant summer lain- 
fall, later-maturing varieties are relatively better, except as they may 
be more severely injured by stem rust. In any case the date of ma¬ 
turity should be early enough to escape any regularly recurring un¬ 
favorable condition, such as heat, ^ought^ rust, etc., which occurs 
year after year at about the same time. If there ai*e no unfavorable 
factors mterfering, it is often advantageous to grow an early and a 
late variety on the same farm, so that not all of the wheat wiU ripen 
at the same time and harvest labor can be distributed better. 

Quality 

Quality plays a more important r61e in deteimining the value of 
wheat than or other grain crops. This is because of the use of wheat 
as human food, and of the fact that the different technical processes 
through which the grain and its products pass in being prepared for 
food are favored by the degree to which certain plant characteristics 
are developed. ^ Quality has a different meaning for different classes 
of wheat, and in definmg quality it is necessary to specify the class 
of wheat and the use to be made of it. 

The hard red spring and hard red winter wheats ai*e used piincipally 
for bread making. In a commercial sample of a standard variety, 
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bread-baking quality is associated \\ith dark, hard, and vitreous ker¬ 
nels, high test weight, and high protein content. High protein content 
usu^y is associated with gluten quality and a large volume of loaf. 

The soft red winter wheats and the vhite wheats are mostly used 
for family baking flours and for commercial pastry, crackem, ani cereal 
brealdast foods. High protein content in these wheats is more often 
a disadvantage than an advantage. TPheat with large, plump, soft, 
starchy kemds producing a low-protein flour is preferred. 

Durum wheat is used largely in the manufacture of semolina from 
which macaroni, spaghetti, noodles, and other pastes are made. Wheat 
with plump kernels, a bright amber color, and high protein content is 
desired. 

There has been a tendency to measure the quality of all new wheats 
on the basis of their bread-making value, no matter w^hat the market 
requirement of the remon where they are grown. This is iizifortunate 
and should be avoided. Quality should be defined solely on the basis 
of use. 

New Varieties 

New varieties of wheat are continiiallj^ being produced by public and 
private workern. The older varieties were all developed and distrib¬ 
uted by farmers or seedsmen. Since tlie organization of the United 
States Department of Agriculture and the State agriciiltui'al experi¬ 
ment stations the improvement of crop varieties by selection and hy¬ 
bridization has been an important part of the work of these agencies. 
Now varieties from any source are tested in comparison with the old, 
and definite information on the best variety for any locality is obtained. 

When wheat is marketed it is graded in one of the five commercial 
classes, viz: (1) Hard red spring (2) dm*um, (3) hard red winter, (4) 
soft red wdnter, and (5) white. The variety chosen for growing in any 
area shoifld preferably belong to the predominating market class of 
that area. 

In the hard red spring w'heat area of the North Central States Mar¬ 
quis is the most widely grown variety. It is of excellent quality and 
xmder favorable conditions yields wnll. It is susceptible to stem rust, 
hownver, and in the eastern section of the area, where rus^ is serious, 
is being replaced by Cores and other resistant varieties. Ceres, a new 
variety developed at the North Dakota station, also yields well under 
favorable conditions and is good in quality. In addition it is resistant 
io both stem rust and drought injury, and because of those qualities 
is becoming widely grown. It usually outyields Marquis, especially 
in the eastern section where rust frequently reduces the crop. It is 
susceptible to smut. Other rust-resistant varieties less widely adapted 
are Marquillo, Progress, Hope, and Komar. Marqufllo is a short, 
stiff-strawed variety best adapted to the more humid sections and 
heavier soils of Minnesota. Progress is adapted to Wisconsin, but its 
yield and quality are poor in the States to the westward. Komar is 
just being distributed in Iowa. It is a sister selection of Ceres and 
may have even wider adaptation. It outyields Ceres but has weaker 
straw. Hope wheat, developed in South Dakota, is nearly immune 
from stem rust. It, however, is sometimes injured by spring frosts 
and very often by heat and strong wmds near matuiity. This fre¬ 
quently reduces its yield and test weight per bushel. It has been grown 
with any degree oi success only in the lake section of northeastern 
South Dakota, where rust is prevalent and where di'ought and heat 
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occur less frequently. Farther east in northern Illinois and Indiana 
and in southern Wisconsin, XUinois No. 1 is well adapted. It is par- 
tioulaily well suited to this section because of its resistance to scab. 

In the higher and drier areas of ^e western Dakotas, Keward, an 
early-matiuing high-equality wheat, is grown in some sections. Under 
the most favorable conditions jdelds of Reward are comparatively low, 
but its early maturity brings it safely through in marmnal sections, 
audit also is useful for extending the harvesting period. In some of the 
drier sections of Montana the Supreme variety is preferred to hlarquis 
by many growers because of slightly earlier matun^ and higher yields, 
under irrigation in Montana and western South Dakota, Champlain 
and Reliance outyield Marquis and_Ceres. 

The durum wheats are grown principally in eastern North Dakota 
and South Dakota and occupy a part of the same territory in which the 
hard red spring wheats are gi'oun. Kubanka is the best known and 
most widely adapted variety. It is high yielding, somewhat resistant 
to lust, of good milling quality, and well suited to making both maca¬ 
roni and bread. Mindum is'the most productive duium variety in 
Minnesota and northeastern North Dakota and is somewhat resistant 
to lust. Macaroni made fn)m Mindum is of the best quality. Pentad, 
a red-kemeled variety, is more resistant to stem rust than any other 
durum. For this reason it is extensively grown, especially from late 
seeding, klacaroni made from Pentad is very ^ay, and the market 
value of Pentad is low, as it is not used by e<Rble-paste manufacturere. 
Other rust-resistant and productive varieties, but of poorer quality 
than Mindum and Kubanka, ai-e Nodak, klonad, and Acme. 

The hard red vinter wheats are grown chiefly in the central and 
southern sections of the Great Plains region. Turkey, Blackhull, and 
Kanred are standard varieties. Turkey, the most widelv grown winter 
wheat, is a good yielder and has very good quality. Wackhull out- 
yields Turkey in the southern part of the hard winter wheat belt, but 
is not winter hardy and is somewhat lacking in quality. Kam*ed is 
similar to Turkey except that it is slightly more winter hardy and a 
higher yielder. Hownverj it has relatively weak straw. Tenmarq is 
an early high-quality variety adapted best to the southern section of 
the hard red winter area. Quivira, recently produced at the Kansas 
station, is even earlier than Tenmarq. Both Tenmarq and Quivira are 
similar to Blackhull in lacking winter hardiness. Experiments in^- 
cate that Quivira should be well adapted in southern Kansas and in 
Oklahoma and Texas. In northern Kansas and Nebraska the most 
promising varieties are Nebraska No. 60 and Cheyenne. Nebraska 
No. 60 is more winter hardy and later than Turkey. Cheyenne, a new 
variety just being distributed by the Nebraska station, £as very stiff 
straw and erect heads and is a derirable wheat for combme harvesting. 
For the more eastern part of the Central States the principal new van- 
eties include lobred, a high-vielding variety in Iowa, Ilred in Illinois, 
and Michikof, a hardy stiff-straw^ed variety for Indiana. Winter- 
hardy wheats for the northern area are Minturki, a hardy,^smut-resist¬ 
ant, rust-resistant varietv adapted in Minnesota, andRarmont and 
Newturk, both high-yielding winter-hardy vaiieties in Montana. 
Togo, now’ being tested on farms for the first time, is wunter hardy, 
resistant to smut, and high-yielding. In the Intermountain and 
Pacific Nonhwest States bunt is a serious problem, and Ridit and Oro 
are the beat resistant varieties of the hard red winter class. 
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Common white wheats are grown mostlj'- in the Western States, 
especially in Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and California, and to a less 
extent in two Eastern States, Michigan and New York. Goldcoin, 
under many names, is the most widely distributed variety of the class. 
It is a high-jnelding variety in Micliigan and New York, where it gives 
good yields and meets a special market demand. In the Pacific North¬ 
west, where it is called Eortyfold, it is grown chiefly in the foothill 
areas, as it is susceptible to shattering in the drier, more vindy sec¬ 
tions. Federation, introduced by the United States Department of 
Agriculture and distributed in 1920, is now gi*own on a larger acreage 
than any other variety of white wheat. 

The grain of Federation grades in the soft white subclass. It is a 
very productive variety grown from fall seeding in Umatilla County, 
Oreg., and south of the Snake River in Washington, where winters are 
mild. Federation also is a very productive variety from spiing seeding 
in the more favorable sections of eastein Oregon and Washington. 
Under irrigation in southern Idaho, Federation is also very productive. 
It yields slightly more than Dieklow and is much more resistant to 
lodging because of its short, stiff straw'. Flour made from Federation 
is not so white as that made from Dieklow, and some millers prefer the 
latter. 

The bearded spring variety Baart is growm extensively in the drier 
areas of eastern Washington, w’here it has largelv replaced Pacific Blue- 
stem. Grown in this Big Bend section, Baart has high bread-making 
quality. It usually grades hard white and commands a premium on 
the market. Dieklow is grown under irrigation in southern Idaho and 
Utah. It grades soft white and often brings a premium over other 
varieties of this subclass. 

Among the club varieties Hybrid 128 is most extensively gro^vn. It 
is a high-yielding variety adapted to the Palouse area of eastern Wash¬ 
ington and northern Idaho, but is yerj' susceptible to bunt. Hybrid 
128 is being partly replaced by Albit in the more productive areas of 
the Palouse because of the latter’s resistance to some forms of smut. 
Albit is not, however, adapted to the lighter-rainfall areas whei'e much 
Hybrid 128 is grown. 

The soft red winter wheats are gi’own principally in the eastern half 
of tho United States. Fultz and Fulcaster are the standard and most 
wddely growm varieties. The leading new varieties are Trumbull and 
Fulhio in Ohio, Red Rock and Bald Rock Michigan, Purkof in 
Indiana, Nittany in Pemisylvania, Forward in New Yorl^ Gasta 
in Georgia, Ashland in Kentucky,^ Denton in Texas, and Kawvale 
in Kansas. All of these do well in the sections where they have 
been developed. 

S. C. Salmon, Bureau of Plant Industry. 


W HEAT’S Rotation Use The United States has never, with 
Is Largely Determined the possible exception of a short time 
by Crop Competition during the World War, been under 

the compulsion of making its acres 
produce as much wheat as possible in order to provide bread for its own 
inhabitants or to meet the demands of its customers in the markets of 
the world. Consequently, in adopting rotations and cultural practices, 
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its farmers have been free to consider immediate and ultimate profit 
vithoxit regard to the total production of foodstuffs from their acres. 

Wheat has a vide margin of adaptation to soil and cultural conditions. 
Its chief requirements are a compact seed bed containing suflicient 
moisture to germinate the seed and maintain growth, and providing a 
faiiiy abundant supply of nitrates. These conditions may be supplied 
by such a xvide range of crop-sequence and cultivation methods that 
the place of wheat in the rotation and its relative importance in the 
ciopping system is dependent to a large extent upon the competition of 
other crops. Few soils are too fertile to grow wheat successfully, but 
on rich soils abundantly supplied with moisture the competition of 
othOT crops may prevent the growth of wheat entirely or force it into a 
position where it is grown not so much for itself as for the'sake of the 
other crops in the rotation. 

The quality of hard red wheat, either winter or spring, is measured 
largely by the percentage of protein it coritains. TMs content is mate¬ 
rially affected by the quantity of nitrates in the soil. This factor, how¬ 
ever, strengthens rather than decreases the desirability of practicing 
the best rotation systems and tillage methods, because in general the 
treatments that produce the largest quantity of nitrates in the soil also 
produce the largest yields of wheat and the highest percentages of 
protein. 

Rotations and Tillage Methods 

In point of potential or possible acreage, com is the chief competitor 
of wdreat in the farming system. Over extensive areas in the United 
States to which wheat is adapted com, gi-asses, and livestock make up 
the most profitable famiing system, but at least one small grain is nec¬ 
essary for seeding the land to a sod crop. Under normal conditions, 
wheat is the high-profit crop for this purpose in many sections, but its 
place in the rotation is determined either by the mechanics of culturd 
operations or by the relative acre values of other small grains. In 
Maryland, Pennsylvania, and parts of the Com Belt, where the com 
is cut and shocked or removed for silage, winter wheat may follow the 
com directly. When this is the sequence, the gromid is prepared by a 
relatively shallow cultivation with some fomx of the disk harrow or the 
spring-tooth haiTOw. In w hat is perhaps a more common form of this 
rotation a crop of oats is grown between the com and the wheat. 

A comparatively small acreage of winter wheat is seeded in standing 
com with 6-row arills. This practice is more common near the north¬ 
ern and western edges of the com and winter-wheat belt where the 
standing cornstalks provide a desirable protection against winterkilling 
and in very sandy soil where they provide protection against soil blow¬ 
ing during the winter and spring. 

In the tall-growing com of the Com Belt, it is practically impossible 
to depend over a long period on seeding wheat in standing com. Nor 
is it desirable to sow in the cornstalks, on accoimt of the likelihood of 
scab infection from the cornstalks. The more usual practice is to grow 
a spring-sown crop such as oats, barley, or soybeps, between the com 
and the wheat. Following these crops the land is prepared for wheat 
by plowing it as early as possible in order to prepare a clean, firm seed 
bed and promote the development of nitrates. 
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Basic Rotation Very Elastic 

The basic 3-course rotation of corn, wheat or other small grain, and 
sod is very elastic and may be modified to meet the requirements of the 
farm organization, the relative crop adaptations of a locality, or the 
current set-up of prices for different farm products. Two or more 
crops of com may be gro\vn in succession, or the number of years in 
small grain or sod may be increased. Potatoes or other cultivated 
crops may take the place of corn. The rotation should contain a leg¬ 
ume; this may be clover, sweetclover, or alfalfa; or these may be re¬ 
placed by such annuals as soybeans or cowpeas; or the rotation may be 
extended to include an annual legume as well as a sod cz'op. 

With decreasing rainfall nearer the Great Plains, the tendency is to 
increase the acreage of wheat at the expense of corn, more wheat is 
grown after wheat, and the sod crop has a small place in the rotation. 

In the central and southern Great Plains the adaptation of wheat to 
large-scale fanning, which is synonymous with low acre cost, and its 
normally greater acre value in comparison with other crops, simplifies 
the rotation. Where 76 per cent or more of the cultivated acreage is in 
winter wheat, much of the wheat must follow wheat. The sod crop 
disappears from the rotation because of its lack of adaptation. Fallow 
entem into the rotation to a degree that depends on the deficiency of 
rainfall. Wheat and fallow may alternate every other year, two crops 
of wheat may follow the fallow, or wheat may be raised more or less 
continuously. When wheat follows wheat or another small grain, it is 
essential that plowing or other cultivation start as early as possible 
The 1-way disk plow is extensively used for cheap and rapid cultiva¬ 
tion of stubble land. Listing and leveling hj later cultivation is also 
a cheap and very efficient means of preparation. On land that is free 
from weeds winter wheat may be sown in imcultivated wheat stubble 
with satisfactory results. Corn, beans, and cowpeas are generally fol¬ 
lowed by wheat. South from about central Kansas the sorghums are 
important ciops. Winter wheat does not do well after them. A 
fallow, or spring-sown barley or oats, is often introduced between the 
sorghums and the wheat crop. 

In Oklahoma and Texas, where winter wheat and cotton are grown, it 
is feasible to sow wheat following cotton without cultivation, but better 
yields are obtained if the cotton is followed with winter-sown oats. 
Cultivation of the oAt stubble can begin early enough to prepare a veiy 
favorable seed bed for wheat. 

In Iowa, southeastern South Dakota, southern Minnesota, and Wis¬ 
consin, the northern limit of ^vinter wheat and the southern limit of 
spring wheat on the western prairie^ wheat has not been able to stand 
the competition of other crops. When raised in this section, it gen¬ 
erally follows corn or some other cultivated crop without plowing, ex¬ 
cept where the com is removed too late to seed winter wheat. In such 
cases the rotation becomes com, oats, and wheat. 

In the spring-wheat area of Montana, the Dakotas, and Minnesota, 
the rotation ranges from continuous wheat ^vith more or less fallow in 
the drier western part, through a sequence of com, wheat, and oats or 
barley, to the more highly developed rotation, including a sod crop, in 
the more humid section. Clover, timothy, sweetclover, and brome- 
grass are the principal sod crops. When wheat follows wffioat or an¬ 
other small grain, the short spmg and the necessity for early seeding 
requires that most of the plowing be done in the fall, although spring 
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plowing may produce slightly greater yields. Com ground is usually 
disked m preparation for wheat or other small grain. In the drier sec¬ 
tion a 4-course rotation of com, oats or barley, fallow, and wheat is 
coming into considerable favor. 

In those parts of the intermountain plateau area suited for dry farm¬ 
ing the gi-eater part of the rainfall comes during the winter, and the 
rotation is an alternation of winter wheat and fallow. The land is 
plowed for fallow early in the spring. 

In the Columbia and Snake Eiver Basins where the annual rainfall 
is from 9 to 14 inches, the fallow is an almost universal preparation for 
wheat. Where the rainfall is heavier, two crops may follow a fallow 
or wheat may be growm continuously.^ The substitution of smtable 
crop rotations would be desirable in maintaining soil fertility, distrib¬ 
uting labor, and distributing the risk of failure, but is retarded by the 
lack of crops that are as productive as small grains under the limited 
rainfall. Sweetclover holds much promise as a rotation crop in the 
small-grain and fallow system, where rainfall w'arrants. 

Time of Seeding 

In practically all regions spring wheat should be sown as early as 
soil and w eather wdll permit getting the seed into the ground, in such a 
condition that germination will take place promptly. This usually 
means seeding a«i soon as the frost is out of the ground and the land can 
by>repared. 

For winter wheat the situation is very different. Very early seeding 
of winter wheat may invite losses from winterkilling, Hessian ny, stmk- 
ing smut (bimt), and certain foot rots, whereas very late seeding may 
result in winterkilling, a slow, weakly growth in the spring, late matu¬ 
rity, and low yields. The best time to seed depends so much on local 
and seasonal conditions that no general rule govenimg it can be given. 
In the eastern half of the United States, the Hessian fly often domi¬ 
nates all other factors, and the time of seeding is, therefore, largely 
determined by the prevalence of this insect, ^^en the fly is so nu¬ 
merous as to constitute a major threat, seeding should not be done untU 
after the so-called ‘‘fly-free’’ or **fly-safe” date. This date for each 
principal w’heat-grow ing locality has been determined by careful exper¬ 
imental plantings for many yearn. It is the earliest date on which 
winter w’heat can be sown witi. a reasonable assurance of no losses from 
the Hessian fly. 

As a general rule, the fly-safe or fly-free dates of seeding are slightly 
too late for the best yields. Hence if Hessian flies are not present or if 
damage is not likely to occur, it may be deshable to seed a week or 10 
days earlier than these dates. It wdll be particularly desirable to do so 
if there is a large acreage to seed and consequent possibility of serious 
delays because of bad w eather. 

Tfie date of seeding is known to have a veij definite relation to win¬ 
ter survival. If wheat is sown so early that jointing takes place in the 
fall, winter injury is very likely to occur. If, on the other hand, seed¬ 
ing is veiy late, the plants may be very small w^hen winter sets in and 
therefoie be unable to survive". This latter trouble is especially likely 
to occur m the Eastern States wrhere heaving is a common cause of 
winter injury. For average conditions in the Great Plains a satisfac¬ 
tory date for seeding winter wheat, in so far as winter survival is con¬ 
cerned, is early enough to pennit the formation before winter of five to 
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eight tillers per plant with the growth more or less flat on the ground. 
Somewhat earlier seeding and somewhat more gi-owth may often be 
desirable in the eastern part of the United States. 

In semiarid areas theie is often a temptation to seed in dry soil and 
depend on later rains to bring up the ciop. This usually is not a satis¬ 
factory method, because a small rain may germinate the seed but be 
insufficient to maintain the young plants until additional rains occur. 
Also, in some cases, false wireworms are likely to attack the grain in 
the dry soil and destroy it before it can germinate. It is usually a bet¬ 
ter plan to have machinery and seed ready and to seed promptly^ after 
rain falls in sufficient quantity to germinate the seed and maintain the 
plants for a reasonable time. 

In recent years it has been found that late seeding tends to reduce 
damage from stinking smut (bunt) and Helminthosporium foot rot. 
The protection from bunt alone can scarcely be considered a valid ar¬ 
gument for late seeding in those areas where this disease can be pre¬ 
vented by seed treatment, because the cost of treatment is much less 
than the probable loss from late seeding. This relation, however, docs 
afford a satisfactory explanation for the variations in damage from 
bunt that occur from year to year and from field to field. Late seeding 
may be favorably considered as a protective measure against the foot 
rot in cei tain regions where the dibease causes serious damage. 

Rate of Seeding 

Although, in general, the rate of seeding has much less effect than 
other factoi*s on the resulting crop, it nevertheless merits consideration. 
The best rate depends on several lactom, the most important of which 
ai*e the land or variety of wheat, the rainfall of the region, the time of 
seeding, the soil, and the preparation of the gi*ound. 

Spring wheat ordinarily tillers less than winter wheat, and under 
comparable conditions 1 or 2 pecks more seed per acre is usually sown. 
There are, also, variations in tillering among varieties of the same 
class or kind of wheat, and ^fferences in the size of the seed, which 
theoretically should influence the rate of seeding. Generally spealdng, 
these items are noi of sufficient importance to modify farm practice 
materially. 

The rate of seeding is generally m-eater in regions of high rainfall, on 
rich soil, and on well-prepared land. An exception may be made when 
land is so poorly prepared that only a part of the seed will germinate; 
an additional quantity is then needed. Seed that is suspected or 
known to be deficient in viability is planted at a rate higher than 
normal. Such exceptions ai'e not common. 

The rates of seeding that may be expected to give the best yields in 
the eastern part of the United States range from 6 to 8 pecks per acre. 
In the Great Plains from 4 to 6 pecks per acre for winter wheat and 
common spring wheat and from 5 to 7 pecks per acre for durum spring 
wheat may in general be recommended. In the Pacific Northwest the 
rate of seeding commonly ranges from 3 to 6 pecks, depending on the 
kind of wheat that is grown and the rainfall in the locality. 

It is commonly believed that in dry re^ons a very low rate of seed¬ 
ing, 1 to 3 pecks per acre, gives better yields th^ higher rates. Nu¬ 
merous expeiiments have shown rather conclusively that this is not 
generally true. Such rates do occasionally give higher yields in very 
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dry seasons, but, generally speaking, the average yields are no higher 
and frequently are lower than those for somewhat heavier rates. Bet¬ 
ter stands tend to reduce weed infestation and also reduce likelihood of 
seriqiis damage from wireworms, winterkilling, and soil blowing. The 
additional seed is usually good insurance and does not reduce average 
yields on well-prepared ground even in the driest years. 

The time of seeding winter wheat may affect the rate of seeding, late 
seeding under some conditions requiring from 1 to 2 pecks more seed 
per acre than seeding done at the most favorable time. In the spring- 
wheat belt the rate of seeding is also related to the method of seeding. 
In this area some wheat is sown broadcast, and it is generally consid¬ 
ered desirable to seed about 1 peck more per acre than if sowing with a 
drill. 

Methods of Seeding 

Wheat is usually sown broadcast or with a drill. Broadcasting is a 
more rapid and cheaper method, but the yields secured thereby are less 
than those obtained by drilling. 

In recent years some ^vinter wheat in Montana, western Kansas, 
western Nebraska, and eastern Colorado has been sown with furrow 
drills, the grain being placed at the bottom of furrows 4 to 5 inches 
deep and 12 to 14 inches apari. Wheat planted in this way is pro¬ 
tected during the winter and early spring against winterkilling ancisoil 
blowing. In Montana and eastern Colorado especially, yields have 
been materially increased by this practice. 

John S. Cole and S. C. Salmon, Bureau of Plani Industry, 


W HEAT Does Best in Well- The best soils for wheat are fer- 
Drained, Fertile Loams; tile well-drained loams, silt loams. 
Responds to Fertilizer clay loams, and clays, having an 

ample supply of humus or decay¬ 
ing organic matter and a rather heavy but well-dramed subsoil. Such 
soils ]possess a high water-holding capacity, a characteristic favorable 
to satisfactory wheat production. Good di*amage is essential, as excess 
rainfall may cause water-logging of the soil, which frequently proves to 
be a veiy serious factor against obtaining a full stand of wheat. 

Heavy, poorly-drained soils with impeivious subsoils do not make 
good wheat soils, because of the slow removal of water and the conse¬ 
quent poor ah* circulation in the soil. On such soils wheat is often 
severely injured, if not killed, by standing w^ater during the growing 
season or smothered by the surplus water freezing in the soil during 
the winter. Winter cereals in general are much more easily winter¬ 
killed in low, poorly di’ained lands because of alternate freezing and 
thawing that causes heading of the soil. On low lands lodging is gen¬ 
erally more prevalent than on upland soils, and to some extent cered 
diseases appear to be more common, because of inadequate di-ainage 
and reduced air circidation. 

Soils lighter in texture than loams, such as sands and sandy loams, 
may produce good crops of wheat at times, but there is more uncer¬ 
tainty about thejyield, because such soils retain less rainfall than the 
heavier types and dry out more quicldy, so that when rainfall is defi¬ 
cient the crop suffers more. This factor is rendered more serious if the 
subsoil is open and the return of moisture to the surface soil through 
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capUlary action is retaided duiing droughty spells. The lighter soils, 
those coarser than loam in texture, are better adapted to com, sor¬ 
ghums, legumes, and vegetable crops. Eye and oats, among the small 
cereal gi’ains, wiQ do better than wheat on poor soils, and rye wiU give 
better returns on sandy soils having an acid reaction. Wheat, on the 
contrary, prefers and does best on a soil nearly neutral in reaction, 
althougn is it somewhat tolerant to a mild degree of acidity. 

Soil types preeminently suited for wheat production occur in many 

S arts of the United States, their location and extent having been 
eterniined through soil surveys conducted by the Bureau of Chem 
istry and Soils, United States Department of Agriculture, in coopera¬ 
tion with the different States. Such surveys produce much valuable 
information on the physical characteristics and productivity of good 
wheat soils. It is not necessary here to enumerate and describe impor¬ 
tant soil types on which wheat is produced, as complete descriptions 
and maps showing their extent are in available soil survey reports. 

Fertilizers 

Wheat responds well to fertilizer treatment, and in the older wheat¬ 
growing regions, particularly east of the Alississippi Eiver, the results 
of experimental trials and of general experience show that this response 
is qmte generally profitable in both yield and quality of wheat pro¬ 
duced. In the wheat region west of the Mississippi, the adoption of 
the use of fertilizers other than barnyard manure and green-manure 
crops, has been relatively slow. This has been true m part, no doubt, 
because of the greater inherent richness of the soil in that region, which 
naturally provided a more balanced plant-food ration. An additional 
reason for the relatively slow introduction of fertilizers into the less 
humid areas may well be the fact that in many of these areas lack of 
sufl&cient ramfaU is often a limiting factor. Where soil moisture is 
lacking, fertilizer effectiveness drops to the extent of that lack. While 
succeeding crops of wheat are removed year after year, there is never¬ 
theless some evidence that wheat and other crops on some of the im- 

S ortant soil types of the Middle West are beginning to respond favora- 
ly to one or more of the plant-food elements, nitrogen, phosphorus, or 
potassium, chiefly phosphorus. 

The proper fertflizer practice for wheat production depends upon the 
kind of soil, whether the soil is light or heavy, the system of farming, 
previous treatment, whether ruanure is available, and whether a seed¬ 
ing is to be made in the wheat in the spring. The most economical use 
of fertilizer in wheat production is made only when a suitable crop ro¬ 
tation is practiced and the soil maintamed in good pl^sical condition. 
Long-time experiments in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New Tork, and Massa¬ 
chusetts have shown that wheat yields can be profitably maintained by 
proper selection of plant-food mixtures in connection with a system of 
crop rotation. 

Three main methods of furnishing plant food to the wheat crop are 
(1) the application of manure, (2) growing and plowing down green- 
manure crops or crop residues, and (3) the use of commercial fertilizers. 

In one of the most common rotations in the East—com, oats, wheat, 
and mixed grasses—^better results are secured from manure when it is 
applied on me clover sod and plowed under for com. An application of 
8 to 10 tons of manure, reinforced with 60 pounds of some foim of phos¬ 
phate, such as ordinary superphosphate, applied to each ton of manure 
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in the stable or when being hauled to the field, should be made once 
dming the rotation, generally to com. If soils are of low to moderate 
fertility, well-decomposed manure may advantageously be applied to 
the wheat crop as a top-dressing before or alter seeding, rather than 
plowing the manure under. The leaching action of rain carry the 
soluble plant food into the soil, and the stra^ residue will serve as a 
mulch dming cold weather. This method is not advisable on land 
which is too rolling. Fresh, coarse manure should not be used, as it 
tends to cause too rank a growth with consequent danger of lodging. 
Such manure is best applied to crops that precede wheat. 

Green-Manure Crops 

Green-manure crops, such as the clovers, alfalfa, cowpeas, soybeans, 
rye, and other equally important humus-building crops, and various 
crop residues when properlv plowed imder, augment the supply of hu¬ 
mus, increase the water-hofdmg capacitv of the soil, improve tilth, fur¬ 
nish much-needed nitrooen and mmeral plant-food compounds, aid in 
making the plant food in the soil available, and prevent plant food 
from leaching too rapidly from the soil. _ When barnyard manure is not 
to be had and no provision is made to incorporate crop residues with 
the soil, the growing and turning under of green-manure crops is essen¬ 
tial in order to aid in maintaining soil organic matter, an all-important 
factor in establishing high soil fertility. 

Commercial fertilizers recommended for wheat are predominantly 
phosphatic in composition and as a rule carry comparatively small 
amounts of nitrogen and potassium. On land where manure has been 
applied at frequent intervals or when leguminous crops have been uti¬ 
lised in the retation, it is practicable to use a complete fertilizer con¬ 
taining relatively small amounts of nitrogen and potassium, but having 
a high phosphorus content. Otherwise, a complete fertilizer with a 
greater proportion of nitrogen and potassium is indicated. If barn¬ 
yard manure is plowed under for wheat, particularly on heavy soil, su¬ 
perphosphate alone in a fall application is frequently recommended. 
If wheat production is attempted on light soils, or on soils compara¬ 
tively low in fertility, a complete fertilizer containing more nitrogen 
and potash than womd be called for on hea\y' soils or on soils re(‘ently 
manured, should be used. If manure has been applied, less fertilizer is 
required. In general, wheat grown in rotation receives fertilizer alone, 
the manure having been applied to a crop preceding the wheat. 

A suitable fertilizer analysis for wheat depends upon a number of 
factors, chiefly the character of the soil and the system of farming. 
Rather a wide range of fertilizer analyses can be recommended for 
wheat, but in general they are, as previously indicated, high in phos¬ 
phoric acid. Complete fertilizer analyses recommended for wheat gen¬ 
erally cany from 2 to 4 per cent of nitrogen, 10 to 20 per cent of phos¬ 
phoric acid, and 2 to 8 per cent of potash. Analyses like 2-12-6, 
2-10-8, 2-16-2, 4-12-4, or 4-16y4 are commonly used. The selection 
of an analysis and determination of the amount to apply should 
be based upon the results of fertilizer trials, observation, and the 
practical experience of wheat powers. 

The kind and amount of fertilizer to apply to wheat will necessarily 
vary in accordance with the soil conditions, previous treatment, and 
other factors associated with the type of farming followed. To obtain 
economical results in fertilizing the wheat crop, due attention should 
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be paid to the saving and utilization of all available supplies of manure 
as well as legume crops and other crop residues. The rate of apphoa- 
tion of fertilizer for wheat will rarely exceed 500 pounds to the acre, 
the average probably being nearer 200 pounds. On accoimt of the 
money vsdue of wheat, moderate rates of application have generally 
proved more profitable than heavier rates. 

Methods of Applying Fertilizer 

The best method of applying fertilizer for wheat is to use a grain drill 
with a fertil^er att^hment at time of seeding, which makes for uni¬ 
formity of distribution and proper placement of the fertilizer in refei> 
ence to the seed. If no fertilizer attachment to the grain drill is avail¬ 
able, some method of broadcasting the fertilizer ahead of seeding is 
necessary. If the soil is in need of fime, a lime distributor may be used 
to advantage, or the grain drill with fertilizer attachment may be used 
to apply the lime. Applications of lime are usually made to a crop 
planted ahead of wheat. 

The importance of taking measures to provide quickly available 
nitrogen compounds in wheat production is weU recognized, particu- 
laily the practice of makii^ light spring applications on wheat that has 
not wintered well. Nitrate of soda, because of its immediate avail¬ 
ability, is most often used, ordinamy at the rate of from 50 to 100 
pounds to the acre. It is best applied as a top-dressing vei v soon after 
growth starts in the spring. It is i-e_cognized that an ample supply of 
qidckly available nitrogen is helpful in the production of protein in the 
wheat. The use of fertilizer is also an advantage when seeding is done 
late to avoid Hessian fljr injury, as fei'tihzed wheat will make a much 
better growth before winter sets in and will develop a heavier root 
system and more vigorous growth in the spring than will either 
unfertilized or underfertilized wheat. 

From an economic standpoint, proper fertilization of the wheat crop 
increases the acre yield and thus reduces the unit cost per bushel, a 
matter of consider'able importance to wheat growers at all times, but 
more espemally when prices for wheat are abnormally low. 

B. E. Brown, Bureau of Chemistry and SoUs. 


W HEAT Is Attacked by Wheat is subject to many pests 
Rusts, Smuts, and Other and parasites, both plant and ani- 
Destructive Diseases mal. Among the plant parasites 

are numerous fungi and bacteria 
that cause well-known and often higlily destructive diseases. Chief 
among these are the smuts, the rusts, scab, take-all, foot rots, and 
mosaic. Occasionally two or more diseases, accompanied by one or 
more insect pests, prey upon the wheat crop epidenaicaUy and at the 
same time. 

The Rusts 

Wheat m the United States is attacked by three rusts: Stem rust 
(Puceinia graminis tritici), so named because it is confined mostly to 
the stem and leaf sheath; leaf mst (P. triticina), most generally con¬ 
fined to the leaves; and stripe rust (P. glvmarum tiitiei), present chiefly 
on the leaves and glumes. These tmee rusts are not all of equal 
economic importance nor ai-e they equally widespread geographic^y. 
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Stem imst reqtdres, in addition to wheat, another host, the common 
barberry, on which to complete its life cycle. In the extreme Southern 
States and along the Pacific coast it siu'vives the winter on wheat and 
related perennial grasses. It does not depend upon the baiberry for 
its contmued propagation in those States. Where the winters are 
severe or are characterized by abrupt changes from very low to rda- 
tively high temperatures, stem rust rarely survives except in the win¬ 
ter-spore (teliospore) stage. Leaf rust and stripe lust, on the other 
hand, are winter hardy and are able to survive as fungus mycelium 
within the leal tissue of the successfully overwintered wheat plants. 

The spread of stem rust throughout the great wheat-producing 
States all the way from Texas to Canada may be and often is partly 
due to the gradual northward movement of spores successively from 
Texas to Oflahoma, Kansas, Nebraska, the Dakotas, and other North¬ 
ern States. This northward march of rust depends on the winter sur¬ 
vival of rust in the South and on favorable spring weather and does 
not always occur. Probably the most prolific and dependable spreader 
of stem rust from Kansas northward is the common barberry. There 
is abundant and unquestionable evidence that rust may spread from 
barberry bush^ to near-by grain fields and thence to those at greater 
and greater distances. Given optimum weather conditions and an 
abundance of rust spores from the South or from the barberry^ it needs 
only a few weeks for stem rust to cover a vast territory, with great 
damage to the crop. In 1916 this rust caused a loss estimated at 
180,000,000 bushels of wheat in Mionesota, the Dakotas, and Montana. 

Leaf rust also is the cause of large annual losses. Under favorable 
fall weather conditions leaf rust may gain great headway. If favored 
by a mild winter or an ample continuous snow cover followed by opti¬ 
mum growing conditions in the spring, it may become so severe as to 
prevent the crop from heading. This rarely happens, but in any year 
there is always a considerable loss m yield, often not recognized be¬ 
cause the rust does not cause shriveled grain. ^ 

Stripe rust, at present confined to the Pacific Coast and Western 
Mountain States, has not been serious in wheat productiori in the 
United States, except occasionally in limited local areas. It is, how¬ 
ever, a very serious factor in Europe, and imght become so in this coun¬ 
try i£ it spread to the great wheat-producing States of the Mississippi 
Valley. 

Control of Rusts 

During the last 25 years much attention has been devoted to the con¬ 
trol of cereal rusts. ^Chemical sprays are of no practical value. ^ It has 
been shown conclusively that rusts" can be controlled by applymg sul¬ 
phur dust twice a week or oftener, but this is too costly and laborious 
to be profitable. 

As has already been stated, the barberry is an important agent in the 
spread of stem rust, particularly in the spring-wheat States. Not only 
are countless nulKons of rust spores produced ery spring on the bar¬ 
berry bushes, but new forms of rust may develop by hybridization be¬ 
tween different forms or between different varieties of rust on these 
same infected barberries. These facts emphasize the importance of 
controlling stem rust by exterminating the barberries. Millions of the 
bushes in the North Central States have been destroyed in the coopera¬ 
tive eradication campaim conducted by the Bureau of Plant Industry 
and the States. Already a marked decrease in the annual loss from 
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stem rust has been recorded. An important part of this decrease is 
due to reducing the number of barberry bushes. 

Not only is the barberry being eradicated, but varieties of wheat 
resistant to the rusts are being developed by breeding and selection. 



Figure 16 —Leaves of varieties of wheat inoculated with twophjbiologric forms of leal 
lust Top row inoculated with form 16, bottom row with form 9 The varieties of 
wheat from left to right are Malakof, Canna, Brevit, Webster, Lorob, Mediterra¬ 
nean, Hussar, and Democrat Note that the first five varieties are resistant to form 
15 (top row) and susceptible to form 9 (bottom row), whereas Mediterranean and 
Democrat are susceptible to form 15 and resistant to form 9. Hussar is moderately 
susceptible to both forms 

(Fig. 16.) Among the many known varieties of wheat a few are resist¬ 
ant to one or other of the rusts, a smaller number being resistant to all 
three. Such resistant wheats are crossed with other commercial vari¬ 
eties, and from the hybrid progenies those types combining disease 
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resistance and other desirable qualities are selected. Some progress 
has been made in this direction. Rust-resistant varieties of spring 
wheat such as Ceres, Marquilio, and Hope have been developed and 
are now being grown on farms It is estimated that about 5,000,000 
acres of Ceres were grow u in 1932, its rapid spread since its introduction 
in 1926 being largely because of its resistance to stem rust. Ci'osses 
between Hope and H-44, a sister selection ^oth nearly immune from 
rust in the field), and other varieties are giving strains that promise 
high resistance to stem and leaf rusts and possess other satisfactory 
qualities. The problem is not easy, however, since there are strains 
of the rusts capable of attacking even varieties of wheat highly resist¬ 
ant to other rust strains. These rust strains, differing in virulence on 
different varieties, are called physiologic forms. Fortunately, how¬ 
ever, varieties of wheat like Hope and H-44 are resistant to large 
numbers of these forms, and so also are their hybrids. 

Among the winter wheats, the Kanred variety has been consistently 
resistant to certain physiologic forms of stem rust. Other varieties, 
such as Tenmarq and Minhardi, have showm some resistance to stem 
rust in experimental plantings in the Eastern States. 

Also a number of varieties and strains of both winter and spring 
wheat that are resistant to leaf rust have been found. These are being 
extensively grown in experiniental tests, and there is good reason to 
believe that some of them, either themselves or as parents, will event¬ 
ually produce varieties that are not only resistant to this disease but 
also satisfactory in other respects and adapted to different parts of 
the United States. 

Wheat Smuts 

Foiu kinds of smut attack wheat in the United States—two kinds of 
stinking smut (bimt), loose smut, and flag smut. The stinking smuts 
and loose smut are widely distributed in all wheat-growing areas of the 
countiy. ^ Flag smut is laiown to occur only in a limited territory along 
the Mississippi River in Illinois and Missouii, in the neighborhood of 
St. Louis, and along the Missouri River in Kansas and Missouri, near 
Kansas City, and Leavenworth, Kans. 

The two stinking smuts caused annual losses in the United States 
during the 11-year period 1920-1930 that were estimated at over 
25,000,000 bushels. These losses appear to be increasing. (Fig. 17.) 

Fortunately, stinking smut can be controlled in most regions by 
rimple and inexpensive seed treatments. In the Pacific Northwest and 
in certain intennountain valleys of the Great Basin in Utah and south¬ 
ern Idaho, seed treatment is ineffective. Here the soil becomes infested 
with the smut spores, which remain alive long enough to infect the 
following crop. In most areas the spores that produce the smut are 
carried on the seed and it is only necessary to treat the seed in such a 
manner that these spores are killed and the seed itself is not injured. 
It was discovered many years ago that this could be done by wetting 
the seed with a solution of bluestone (copper sulphate) or formalde¬ 
hyde. One disadv^tage is that the seed must be dried again if it is 
not planted immediately, and if it is sown at once the seeding rate must 
be increased to allow for swelling. Within recent years several dust 
treatments that avoW these difficulties have been developed. One 
of the most effective is the use of copper carbonate, a very imely pow¬ 
dered dust prepared especially for treating seed. It may be applied 
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to wheat well in advance of seeding and the seed may be stored with¬ 
out injui’y until used. It is cheap and easy to apply and protects the 
seed from weevils as weU as from stinking smut. Rats andmice prefer 
untreated to treated grain, and this treatment affords some protection 
aaainst these rodents. 

In the intermountain region and the Pacific Northwest a certain 
degree of control has been secured through the use of resistant varie¬ 
ties. Thousands of acres of two bunt-resistant varieties, Ridit and 
Albit, produced cooperatively at the Washington Agiicultural Experi¬ 
ment Station, are now grown in the Pacific Northwest and without 
doubt have materially reduced the losses that would otherwise have 
resulted. Oro, a bunt-resistant hard winter wheat produced in cooper¬ 
ative experiments in Oregon, is grown on a commercial scale in southern 
Idaho. ^ 

As with the rusts, the control of smuts by breeding resistant varieties 
is made more difficult by the presence of physiologic forms of smut, 
which may be similar in appearance but very different in their effect 
on different varieties of wheat. About a dozen such forms have been 



Figure 17 —Bust oi stmkini; smut m a field of hard red winter wheat m Utah. All the short 
plants ha\6 bunt and produced no gram. About UO pci cent of the plmtb m this picture are 
about 62 per cent of the plants m the 80-arro field from which it was token w eie bunted 


discovered.^ This means that a variety of wheat that is resistant in 
one region is not necessarily resistant in another, since a different form 
of the smut pai'asite may be present in the latter. Also it may mean 
that a variety that is resistant this year may not be resistant next year 
because new forms of smut not before present in the locality may have 
been introduced and allowed to multiply. To avoid the latter contin¬ 
gency, it seems desirable to continue seed treatments even though vari¬ 
eties resistant to the Imown races of stinking smuts are grown. The 
copper carbonate dust treatment is simple and so relatively inex¬ 
pensive that it may be used profitably as ^ insurance against smut 
damage, even though losses do not appear imminent. 

The loose smut of wheat is well known to wheat farmers in the more 
humid sections of the United States and in arid areas where the crop 
is grown under irrigation. It is not cominon on dry land. Since the 
fungus that cause &e disease are located inside the seed, the ordinary 
seed treatments for stinking smut or bunt are not effective against 
loose smut. It has been found, however, that the disease can be con- 
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trolled without serious iujury to the wheat by subjecting the latter to 
a temperature of 129° F. for 10 minutes in water, following a 4-hoiur 
presoak in cold water. This treatment is rather difficult to apply 
and is not practical for large quantities of seed. The common prac¬ 
tice, therefore, has been to treat enough seed only for a seed plot 
from wliich seed for general planting is obtained the following year. 
This seed plot should be well isolated from fields of wheat that are 
infected ^vith loose smut, since the spores will blow from the infected 
wheat and reinfect the seed plot. 

Some progress has been made in determining the loose-smut resist¬ 
ance of wheat varieties in order to avoid the work and e^ense of 
treatment. Among commercial varieties resistant to this disease are 
BlackhuU, Bidit, Forward, Marvelous (a selection of Fulcaster), Leap, 
Purplestraw, Trumbull, and W^yandotte. 

Flag smut, foimd for the first time in the United States in 1918, has 
been confined to certain localities in Illinois, Missouri, and i^nsas by 
quarantine, crop rotation, seed treatment, and the use of resistant va¬ 
rieties. ^ The use of resistant varieties is the most promising method of 
control in the area where the disease occurs. Among varieties resistant 
to flag smut are BlackhuU, Kanred, Turkey, Shepherd, Fulcaster, and 
Bed May. 

Wheat Scab 

Wheat scab is one of the three most important diseases of wheat in 
the United. States, particularly in the Com Belt ^d eastward. Oc¬ 
casionally it may almost completely destroy individual fields. In the 
more arid western States it is of minor importance or entirely absent. 

The disease is caused by a parasitic fungus (QibbereUa saubinetii), 
which may be carried from one crop of wheat to the next either in or on 
the seed or on crop refuse on the soil. It also attacks com, and the 
most severe outbreaks often occur when wheat foUows com in the rota¬ 
tion. The disease may attack the young wheat plants as the kernels 
germinate, resulting in poor stands; it may attack the lower portions of 
the wheat plants later in the season, weakening the plants and reducing 
yields; or it may attack the wheat heads, especially if rainy weather 
occurs when the wheat is in bloom or soon thereafter. In the latter 
case, the entire head or one or more spikelets in each head may bo 
killed. The dead spikelets soon become bleached and usually show 
more or less salmon-pink coloration between the glumes, especially at 
their bases. The kernels in such spikelets are shrunken or entirely 
absent. The shrunken kernels are usuaUy somewhat rough and 
scabby; hence the name “scab.” 

In areas where conditions favor the development of scab, particu¬ 
larly in the Com Belt, the disease is difficult to control, especiaUy in 
wet, rainy seasons. Losses may be leduced to a minimum (1) by care¬ 
fully ploym^ under infested crop refuse, especially com stubble; (2) by 
not seeding wheat after com; (3) by cleaning the seed thoroughly and 
treating it with a standard fungicide; and (4) by avoidirg so far as 
possible the use of varieties and strains of wheat that are unusually 
susceptible to this disease. There are strains of winter wheat resistant 
to scab that show promise as parents for breeding new resistant vari¬ 
eties. Illinois No. 1 is a spring variety highly resistant to scab, and 
can be grown in Illinois, northern Indiana, or southern Wisconsin. 
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Wheat Foot Rots 

The term ‘‘foot rots'' includes a number of diseases that attack the 
basal portions of the growing plants and cause them to disint^rate 
or i-ot. The more important of these are (1) take-all, [2) Helmintho- 
sporium foot rot, and (3) Columbia Basin foot i^ot. Each is caused by 
a specific fungus that lives in the soil from one crop to the next. 

For many years take-all has been known as an important disease 
of wheat in a number of foreign countries, especiall}-' in Australia. It 
was first discovered in the Umted States in 1919, and is now known to 
occur in sections of Kansas and Oklahoma and to a slight extent in a 
number of other States. In the United States it attacks winter wheat 
only. In Canada it occurs also in spring wheat. 

The disease usually dest^ys all of the plants in badly infested spots 
in affected fields. Occasionally, however, isolated plants or small 
groups of plants are affected. 

The affected plants may be killed by the disease at various stages of 
their development, but usually they are approaching or are in the 
heading stage when they die. Usually such plants have little or no 
grain in them and remain erect. They can usually be pulled up rather 
easily because of the rotted condition of the roots. 

Take-all is veiy difficult to control. Extensive searches for resistant 
varieties and strains have been made, but with discouraging results. 
Different fertilizer treatments also have been tried, with omy moderate 
success. Rotation with such substantially immune crops as oats, corn, 
sorghum, various millets, legumes, potatoes, root crops, etc., is perhaps 
the most satisfactory method. Badly infested land should not be sown 
to wheat, barley, or jje for at least three and preferably four years. 

The Helmintnosporiiun foot rot causes great losses in both spring 
and winter wheat, particularly in the Great Plains and intermountain 
areas. The disease manifests itself as a seedling blight, especially in 
spring wheat, and as a foot rot later in the season. It may mso attack 
the leaves, heads, and kernels to some extent. The causal fungus is 
carried in the seed as well as in the soil. The affected plants may be 
either killed or stunted. The ^ected portions usually show rather 
dark brown discolorations, especially at the bases of the plants. 

No fully satisfactory control measures for the Heln^thosporium 
foot rot are known. Seed treatments are not effective, because the 
fungus occurs inside the seed and also in the soil. Late seeding of win¬ 
ter wheat and early seeding of spring wheat are often effective, since 
growth of the fungus requires warm weather. If the wheat can 
estabhsh itself well before being^ attacked it has a distinct advantage. 

The Columbia Basin foot rot is known to occur in the United States 
only in Washington, Oregon, and Idaho. It also occurs in France. 
In some years this dosease causes severe losses on certain sandy 
loam soils in the States mentioned. It attacks the basal portion of 
the cuhns so that they break over and lodge irregularly, and yields 
are greatly reduced. The bases of attacked plants are frequently 
covered by a black charred-looking scurf of the causal fungus. 

The disease is rather difficult to control. Certain varieties of wheat 
such as Hybrid 128 are fairly resistant, and a certain measure of control 
can be effected by growing these varieties where they are adapted 
Since the fungus tends to accumulate in the soil, wheat should not be 

g own year after year on the same land. Sowmg winter wheat slightly 
fcer than usual mso tends to lessen the severity of the disease. 
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Blapk Chaff 

Black chaff, a bacterial disease, was discovered in the United States 
in 1919. It now occurs on both spring and winter wheats in a number 
of States. It attacks chiefly the glumes, kernels, nocks, and leaves. 
In extreme cases, particularly in wet seasons, it may cause severe 
losses. In general, however, the disease is not so destructive as are 
many others. Control moasmes are dlBBicult. No practicable seed 
treatments are known, nor are there any immune varieties of wheat, 
although some are more resistant than others. The most feasible 
control measure seems to be the use of seed of adapted resistant 
varieties from fields where the disease has not occurred. 

Mosaic 

Wheat mosaic (also known as wheat rosette) was found in the 
United States in 1919. It first made its appearance in THinois and 
Indiana but has since been found in Kansas, North Carolina, and 
Virginia. It occurs mostly on winter wheat, but spring wheat also is 
susceptible. 

On most varieties of wheat this disease manifests itself as a char¬ 
acteristic leaf mottling, but on a few varieties, especially Harvest 
Queen, it appears as a ‘‘resetting’' of the attacked plants. Such 
plants tend to remain low and to tiller excessively. They show also 
a characteristic dark green color. Many of them may be killed, with 
heavy damage to the crop. 

The disease may remam alive in the soil for several years, and the 
only feasible way to control it is to use varieties of wheat that are 
resistant to it. "Fortunately, there are^ a number of such varieties, 
and in nearly every region where mosaic is Imown to occur it is possible 
to choose a variety that is resistant to this disease and also satisfactory 
in other respects." 

Nematode Disease 

The nematode disease of wheat, long knoym in foreign countries, 
was first found to a limited extent in the United States in 1909, and 
about 10 years later caused considerable Josses in Virg^inia and West 
Virginia. It has also been found in Maryland, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Georgia. 

The disease is caused by a minute roundworm called a nematode, 
which forms galls instead of kernels in the heads. The laiwae of the 
nematode are contained in these galls, and when sown with the wheat 
they come out and attack the grovirig wheat plants, again forming 
galls in the heads. Under field conditions the disease is known in the 
United States only on winter wheat, although spring wheat is known 
to be very susceptible. 

Fortunately, satisfactory control measures have been developed for 
this disease. The nematode can overwinter only in growing plants 
of wheat or other susceptible grains. For complete control onfy two 
things are necessary: (1) To use seed known to be free from nematode 
galls, and (2) to sow it on land free from nematodes. Land that has 
not grown nematode-infested grain for at least a year and has had no 
infes^d straw, refuse, or manure placed on it within a year, is very 
certain to be nematode-free. 

H. B. Humphrey, Bureau of PlarU Industry. 
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W HEAT Is Attacked by Every stage in the life cycle of the 
Insects at Each Stage wheat plant is subject to insect attack, 
in Life of the Plant As soon as the seed grain leaves the 

drill, insect posts are on hand in the 
soil to prevent gennination, and threats from different ^oups of in¬ 
sects continue tliroughout the entii‘e life of the plant. Furthermore, 
all along the journey of the grain through the haiwester and thresher, 
through storage, milling, and baking operations, to the veiy table of 
the consumer, these pei*sistent and destructive creatures are ready to 
take their toll. 

The false wire^^ orms are especially destmctive to winter wheat as 
soon as it is sown in the fall. True wpewoims and white grubs 
begin on the first tiny rootlets and continue to feed on the under¬ 
ground parrs of the plant as long as it lives. The Hessian fly lays its 
eggs on the first leaf, and the little maggots hatching from these eggs 
crawl down to the base of the leaf, there to absorb the vital sap of 
the young plant and later, as adults, to produce progeny that attack 
any older plants that have escaped the ravages of the first generation. 
The wheat-stem maggots kill many young plants outright and later 
cut oft* the straw of others at the joint below the heads, thus prevent¬ 
ing the fomiation of grain. Straw woims do siimlar injuiy and, with 
their near relatives, the joint worms, produce abnormal bulbous 
growths or galls, the tumoi’s of the wheat plant. 

Army worms and billbugs, plant lice and leaf hoppers, cutwomis and 
sawflies, all consider the wheat field their happy hunting ground. The 
grasshopper, always hungry and eating almost anything—and fre¬ 
quently eveiything—in sight, sometimes devoui*s all the w’heat plants 
on himdreds of acres. 

Just before the grain is formed, the w'heat midge, hatching from eggs 
laid in the blooming heads, absorbs the rich food there, and instead of 
solid, brown wheat berries, little pinlt maggots are produced. While 
the grain is still in the field, unharvested, the dusky yellow Angoiunois 
gram moth—a delicate velvet moth with long, fringed wings—days her 
eggs on the heads of the wheat to start a cycle that is earned wdth the 
gi*ain into the granary, and there continues generation after generation 
in the stored wheat. 

Many othei’ pests, from grain beetles to flour and meal moths and 
back to meal wrorms and floxu beetles, launch a concerted attack on the 
stored grain and later on the flour or prepared cereals stored in sacks 
or packages. Finally, bread, rolls, and cakes and cookies are all choice 
morsels to those household mai'auders, the ants of various sizes and 
colors. 

These are only a few among the several himdi*ed kinds of insects that 
are known to attack growing wheat and wheat products. 

Causes of Increased Infestation 

Insect pests of wheat are much worse now than they used to be. 
In the early days of American agriculture farm lands were not so con- 
tinuoTis as now or so intensively cultivated. Native insects such as 
the chinch bug formerly fed on native grasses, and these grasses had de¬ 
veloped, through selection or otherwise, a certain degree of resistance 
or tolerance to insect attack. 

Furthermore, many of om: most destmctive insects, such as the Hes¬ 
sian fly, have been brought here from foreign countries. In recent 
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years these insects, as well as a large number that have always been 
here, have been so especially favored by the existence of an ample and 
continuous supply of their favorite food—^wheat—that they were 
enabled to “be rruitful and multiply” with a vengeance. 

The destruction of native-^ass areas that accompanied the gradual 
increase in the production of piall grains has resulted in both foreign 
and native insects concentrating their attack on wheat, a much more 
favorable food plant. 

Recognition of the reasons for all these losses is the first step toward 
prevenung their continuation. The next is a thoroi^h study of the 
msects—their life histories, habits, seasonal histories, and various 
interrelationships. 

The per acre value of wheat is so low that control by the use of in¬ 
secticides has not been practical. However, with information on the 
requirements of wheat production available to compare with s imil ar 
information on the factors necessary for insect development, it is fre¬ 
quently possible to solve the problem of insect consol by crop rota¬ 
tion, planting at the right time, seed selection, fertUization, practice 
of the right type and time of cultivation, or other such cultural prac¬ 
tices. The Hessian fly, for example, can usually be eradicated by de¬ 
laying the fall seeding of wheat, a few days in most cases, until the 
aault flies have emerged, lived their lives of a day or two, and died 
without finding youi^ wheat on which to lay their ^s. 

'^eat insects are very adaptable. While they have many character¬ 
istics in common^ they differ so widely in their spedfic habits that a 
control for one kmd seldom suflices for all other kinds. Information 
on the biology and control of most of these insect pests is avaflable. 
When injury is observed and infomiation is desired, specimens of the 
ins^t doing the damage, together with sanaples of the mjured plant or 
grain, shoifld be sent either to the grower’s State experiment station or 
to theBureau of Entomology, United States Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D. 0. 

W. H. Larrimbb, Bureau oj Ektomology. 
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F eed Crops Since 1929 Producing feed grains, hay, and forage’ 
Worth Relatively More and converting them into livestock and 
Than the Cash Grains livestock products, is the major enter¬ 
prise of American agriculture. Approx¬ 
imately two-thirds of all the land in crops in the United States is 
devoted to the production of feed crops, of which only a small prcyor- 
tion is marketed as grain or hay. In addition, nearly one-third of the 
land in farms is pasture land used largely in raising livestock or in 
producing livestock products. 

The proportion of the total land that is used in growing feed grains 
and hay is affected somewhat by the relation between the prices of 
feed grains and livestock and the prices of cash crops, such as wheat 
and cotton, ^^en prices for cash crops are relativdy high there is a 
tendency to shift from the production of feed OTains and livestock to 
the growing of cash crops. On the other hand, relatively low prices 
for cash crops cause a curtaHment of cash-crop acreage and an increase 
in feed-gram and livestock production. During the last 20 years 
prices of agricultural products have fluctuated widely and crop shifts 
have been frequent. In most of the years from 1920 to 1929 the acre¬ 
age in cash crops was a larger proportion of the total cultivated acreage 
than in pre-war years. Smce 1929 there has been a marked shift m 
acreage from cash crops to feed grains. The increase in feed-grain 
production has been accompanied by unusually low feed-grain prices 
that have been encour^ng to rapid es^ansion in livestock production. 

The rapid advance in prices of agiicultural products from 1915 to 
1920 was accompanied by expansion in nearly all lines of agricultural 
production. The acreage of the principal crops increased from approx¬ 
imately 303,000,000 acres in 1909 to 348,000,000 acres in 1919. Since 
1920 tne general price level has been declining, with agricultural prices 
declining faster than prices of other products. There has been little 
expansion in crop acreage but more than the usual amount of crop 
shifting. Before the current depression, prices of cash crops such as 
cotton, wheat, flax, tobacco, and fresh vegetables were relatively high 
in comparison wi^ the prices of feed grains, and this encouraged 
shifting to cash crops. The acreage in the principal cash crops in¬ 
creased from 29 per cent of the total acreage in important crops in 
1909 to 35 per cent of that total in 1929, In other words, neariy all 
the expansion in crop acreage during that 20-year period was in the 
acreage devoted to cash crops. The acreage in cash crops increased 
about 43 per cent whereas the acreage in feed grains and hay increased 
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only 4 per cent. No doubt the displacement of work animals by me- 
chaniccd power had much to do with the decreased acreage planted to 
feed grains. 

New forces came to bear on the feed-crop situation when the world 
crisis developed in 1929. As usual in similor circumstances the prices 
of agricultural products declined more than the prices of other goods. 
Prices of cash crops declined much more sharply than the prices of 
livestock and livestock products. This change made feed crops, when 
marketed through livestock, worth relatively more than cash grains 
and resulted in a marked increase in the acreage of feed grains. The 
short com crops of 1930 and 1931 also encouraged the growing of more 
feed grains. From 1929 to 1932 the acreage planted to feed grains in¬ 
creased 6.3 per cent or more than during the entire period of 1909 to 
1929, whereas the acreage of cash crops declined 13.6 per cent. 

Production of Feed Grains and Hay 

The areas of production of the different feed grains and hay have 
changed materially in the last 20 years, but this has caused no notice¬ 
able trend in the yields of the different crops. Consequently the total 
production of all feed grains in recent years has been similar to that of 
the time before the World War. Production of com, oats, barley, and 
grain sorghums in recent years has averaged about 102,000,000 tons 
or only 5 per cent more tnan in the 10 years before the war. There 
was approximately the same percentage increase in production as in 
acreage devoted to these crops. In 1930 the production of feed grains 
declined somewhat because of the very short com crop and amounted 
to only 87,000,000 tons. Increased acreage and better yields in 1931 
and 1932 resulted in a marked increase in production. The production 
of 113,000,000 tons of feed ^ains in 1932 was the largest on record, 
with the exception of that of 1920. 

The total acreage devoted to com showed httle change from 1909 to 
1929, but there has been a tendency for the com acreage to move west¬ 
ward and northward. Fifty-seven per cent of the corn acreage was 
west of the Mississippi Kiver in 1929, as compared with 62 per cent in 
1909. All this increase occurred in the West North Central States 
and in the Mountain and Pacific Coast States, since the total acreage 
in the West South Central Slates was smaller in 1929 than in 1909. A 
decrease in acreage occurred in aU other areas, the greatest reduction 
ta^g ^lace in the Southern States. There was a tendency during 
this period to concentrate oat production in the Great Plains area 
between the Mississippi Eiyer and the Eocky Mountain States. In 
1909 the oat acreage m this aiea was 48 per cent of the total crop 
acreage, but by 1929 it had increased to 58 per cent. All other areas 
show a marked decrease in oat acreage during this period. 

Barley production, in contrast to that of corn and oate, has shown 
wide fluctuations in the last 20 years. From 1909 to 1918 it increased 
^aduaUy, but prohibition caused a sharp falling off in the market 
demand for barley. Production declined sharply in 1919 and re¬ 
mained low until 1924. In recent years the value of barley as a feed 
has been recognized more widdy man formerly. Since 1924 produc¬ 
tion has increased rapidly until in 1932 the acreage was nearly twice 
as large as that for 1909. Production has remained concentrated 
largely in the West North Central States and in California. During 
the recent expansion in barley acreage there has been a marked increase 
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in all the area west of the Mississippi River except in California where 
the acreage has been less in recent years than in 1909. 

The production of grain sorohums, which are grown principally in 
northwest Texas, western Oklahoma and Kansas, and southeastern 
Colorado, was relatively unimportant before 1909. Smce then pro¬ 
duction has steadily increased from about 18,000,000 bushels in 1909 
to 106,000,000 bushels in 1932. 

The acreage of hay increased slightly from 1909 to 1919 but then 
declmed until the acieage was about the same in 1929 as in 1909. Un¬ 
favorable weather for both new and old seedlings during the drought 
of 1930 and 1931 further reduced the acreage in hay in 1932. Since 
1909 there has been a decrease of hay acreage of 25 per cent in the 
Northeastern States^ 5 per cent in the North Central States, and 10 
per cent in the Pacific Coast States, whereas acreage in the Rocky 
Alountain States has increased 55 per cent and in the Southern States 
east of the Mississippi River, 28 per cent. 

The principal change in hay production has been the shift from grass 
hays to legume hays. The acreage of alfdfa hay increased from 4,707,- 
000 acres in 1909 to 11,516,000 acres in 1929 and duiing the same 
period the acieage of clover hay increased from 2,443,000 acres to 
5,612,000 acres. There has also been a marked increase in the use of 
annual legumes such as soybeans, cowpeas, and vetch as hay. In 
1929 the acreage of annual legume hays amounted to over 3,000,000 
acres, and as a result of the drought of 1930 and 1931 was greatly in¬ 
creased as an emergency crop to replace the shortage of clover and 
alfalfa hay in 1931 and 1932. 

In addition to the coai*se grains and hay, some wheat and rye is fed 
to livestock in areas where feed grains are scarce. The amoimt varies 
considerably frona year to year and depends largely upon the level of 
wheat and rye prices and the relation of these prices to those of feed 
grains. In recent years prior to 1930, between 29,000,000 and 55,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat was fed on farms and the rye fed averaged 
about 6,000,000 bushels a year. The short corn crops of 1930 and 1931 
and the relatively low prices of wheat and rye resulted in a marked 
increase in the amount of wheat and rye fed to livestock. In the 1930- 
31 feeding season, fanners fed 159,142,000 bushels of wheat and 
18,762,000 bushels of rye. In the 1931-32 season they fed 184,158,000 
bushels of wheat and 14,306,000 bushels of rye. 

Production of By-product Feeds 

The feeding of by-product feedstuffs (bran, middlings, cottonseed 
meal, etc.) has developed in the last 50 or 60 years. Little or nothing 
about the feed value ol these products was known before that time. 
In the eighties fanners in the vicinity of flour mills and brew^enes began 
using the by-products as a feed and the demand CTadually increased 
as more information regarding their value as feed became available. 
By 1910 the by-products of mills and brew'cries and those from the 
manufacture of cottonseed and linseed oils had become an important 
source of feed. The rapidly advancing prices of feed grains during 
the war greatly increased the use of these by-product feeds. 

In recent years the production of by-product feeds has been about 
10,000,000 tons or one-tenth the production of feed grains. The vir¬ 
tual stoppage of the manufacture of distilled and fermented liquors in 
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1920 resulted in a mai’kod decrease in the available supply of high- 
protein feeds and gi’eatly increased the market for cottonseed and lin¬ 
seed meal and com-gluten feed and meal. From 1920 to 1927 the 
production of these feeds increased rapidly. The production of wheat 
offal fluctuates but little from year to year. The production of by¬ 
product feeds depends largely upon the demand for the main products. 
Consequently the smaller flaxseed and cottonseed cmshings, the re¬ 
duced wet-process com grindings, and the slow demand for export 
flour in 1931 and 1932 have limited the outturn of by-product feed!s. 

The increased use of by-products as feed and the demand for balanced 
rations in the dairy industry have resulted in a marked increase in the 
manufacture of ready-mixed feeds. These feeds not only contain by¬ 
product feeds but also a large proportion of feed grains; therefore the 
manufacture of mixed feeds has provided a market for a large part of 
the feed grains shipped to the central markets. 

Utilization of Feed Grains and Hay 

Many fanners raise more feed than their own livestock can consume. 
They sell the surplus either to neighbors who have a shortage of feed or 
to dealers in local markets who ^p it to the central markets or into 
areas where not enough feed to maintain the livestock is produced. 
Most of the grain and hay sold locally is fed. The amount of grain 
shipped out of the county where it is grown may be used as a measure of 
the amount of grain shipped to central markets or into deficit feed- 
producing areas. In the years before the World War about 62 per cent 
of the barley crop, 30 per cent of the oats crop, and 22 per cent of the 
com crop were smpped out of the counties where the crops were grown. 
In the last 20 years there has been a reduction in the proportion of all 
grain shipped out of the counties where it was grown. During the 
years 1924 to 1928 the proportion of the barley crop shipped out of the 
coimties where it was grown averaged about 35 per cent, that of oats 24 
per cent, and that of com 18 per cent. 

^ Not only is a smaller amount of grain being shipped out of the coun¬ 
ties where it is grown, but a larger proportion of that which is shipped 
is being fed to livestock on farms in other areas. The amount of barley 
used by the brewing indust^ has declined from about 65,000,000 
bushels annually before the World War to less than 5,000,000 bushels 
in recent years. This sharp drop has been partly offset by increased 
exports and by use of barley in the manufacture of malt." In recent 
years a much larger proportion of the barley crop has been fed because 
the livestock-feeding enterprise has been moving northward and west¬ 
ward into areas where the production of com is limited by a short 
growing season or the lack of adequate moisture. This westward 
movement of feeding has been accompanied by the marked expansion 
of the barley acreage since 1925, 

Oats are used extensively only as a feed for livestock. Cereal break¬ 
fast foods take barely 3 per cent of the crop. Before the World War 
a large part of the oats shipped out of the counties where they were 
grown was used for feeding horses and other livestock in cities. The 
numbers of livestock in towns and cities have declined rapidly since 
1920, so that the amount of oats consumed as feed by animals not on 
farms is no longer an important part of the total consumption. Con¬ 
sequently a^eater proportion of the oats produced is used as a feed 
on farms. There has been a marked increase in the amoimt of oats 
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used in the manufacture of mixed feeds, but most of the oats shipped 
out of counties where they are grown go to feed livestock on farms else¬ 
where. Exports of oa ts have never been a large proportion of the total 
production, and in ordinary years amount to only 1 or 2 per cent of 
production. 

Over half of the com shipped out of the cotmties where it is grown is 
shipped into deficit corn-producing areas to be used_ as a feed, the 
remainder being exported or used m manufacture or in mixed feeds. 
Before the prohibition act was passed, from 20,000,000 to 25,000,000 
bushels of com were used annually in the manufacture of distilled 
U^uors, but in recent years the amount of com so used has been negli¬ 
gible. The use of com in the manufacture of com starch, com sugar, 
and other products of wet-process grinding has increased greatly in the 
last 15 years, reaching a total of 88,000,000 bushels in 1929. Small 
amounts of com are also consumed as a human food in the form of corn 
meal, com grits, and hominy. Compared with those of the pre-war 
period, our exports of com are small. The average for the years 1924 
to 1928 was 21,000,000 bushels a^inst an average of 40,000,000 
bushels in the period 1910 to 1914. The grain-sorghum crops are used 
almost exclusively on farms as feed for livestock. Farmers in recent 
years have sold only about half as much hay as they sold before the 
war. The smaller numbers of livestock in towns and cities, and the 
increased production of hay in deficit-producing areas have greatly 
curtailed the n^ket movement of hay. 

In summarizing, the following points in the supply situation for feed 
crops are noted: (1) Feed-grain and hay production in the last 20 
years has increased much 1^ rapiifiy than the production of crops 

g -own for cash: (2) production has increased west of the Mississippi 
iver, especially in the West North Central and Kocky Mountam 
States, and has decreased in other areas; (3) a larger proportion of the 
feed grains and hay produced is consumed on farms. 

Relation of Livestock Numbers to Feed Production 

The principal use of feed grains and hay is for the feedmg of livestock 
on farms. Hence, any change in livestock numbers is reflected in the 
demand for these crops. When allowance is made for the variation in 
the amounts of feed required by different animals it is found that the 
feed requirements of livestock on farms averaged about 10 per cent 
higher during the years 1925 to 1930 than during the years 1905 to 
1914. The production of feeds increased about 6 per cent in the years 
1925 to 1930 compared with the period 1905 to 1914. The smaller 
increase in feed-grain production has been offset in recent years by the 
fact that a smaller proportion was used for industrial puiposes or was 
fed to animals not on farms. Thus, the amount of feed per animal 
available was not neatly different in the later years from what it was 
before the World War. However, marked changes vuth an important 
bearing on feed consumption and on the outlook for feed-grain and hay 
production, have taken place both in the proportions of the different 
types of livestock and in the ages of each kmd of livestock on farms. 

Since the census of 1910 and that of 1930 were both taken dming 
April, a comparison of livestock numbers shown by these two censuses 
should give an indication of some of the changes that have taken place 
m livestock numbers during the 20-year period. Hog numbers in the 
two periods were not greatly different. The numbers of hogs, 6 months 
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old or over, however, were somewhat greater in 1910 than in 1930, indi¬ 
cating that hogs are now being marketed at earlier ages. There has 
been a marked change in the number and ages of horses and m^es. 
Between 1910 and 1930 the nmnber of all hoises and mules declined 
from 24,149,000 to 18,886,000, a decrease of 22 per cent. It is extremely 
significant that in horses and mules, 2 yearn old and over, the decline 
was only 14 per cent, whereas the dechne in the number of colts and 
yearlings was 74 per cent. 

Significant changes in the types and ages of cattle and sheep on farms 
have siso taken place. The number of all cattle on farms was only 3.4 
per cent larger in 1930 than in 1910, but there was a marked shift irom 
beef cattle to dauy cattle. The number of dairy cows and heifers 
increased 17.6 per cent whereas the number of beef cows and heifers 
decreased 17.5 per cent. In both 1910 and 1930 there were about 
30,000,000 cattle other than cows and heifers on farms. In 1910 about 
two-thii*ds of these were calves and yearlings and one-third wore steers 
and buEs 2 years old or over. In 1930 about four-fifths were calves and 
yearlings and only one-fifth were steers and bulls 2 years old or over. 
Sheep numbers were slightly larger in 1930 than in 1910. The number 
of rams and wethers on farms in 1930, however, was less than half as 
great as in 1910, whereas the number of ewes in 1930 was about 
38,000,000 as compared with 32,000,000 in 1910. 

It is therefore evident that, except for horses, there has been a con¬ 
siderable increase in the proportion of breeding stock on the farms and 
a marked decrease in the proportion of older animals being fed for 
market. This increase in breeding stock and the marketing of live¬ 
stock at earlier ages have made it possible to market a larger number of 
livestock annually without increasing the number of livestock on fauns. 
Yoimg animals generally utilize feed more efficiently than older ani¬ 
mals. Hence, the change increases the output of meat and daily prod¬ 
ucts per unit of feed consumed. However, the relatively larger pro¬ 
portion of mature horses and mules on farms and the increase of dauy 
cows in contrast to the decrease of beef cow's, tend to increase the feed 
requirements per head of horses and cattle. Adult horses and mules 
use more feed than colts; dairy cows commonly get more grain than 
beef cattle. 


The Effect of Price Relationships on Feeding 

The amount of feed grains fed per animal varies materially from year 
to year, not only because of fluctuations in the production of feed 
grams, but also m response to the relationship between the prices of 
feed grains and the prices of livestock and livestock products. Feed 
is the raw material of meat and milk. When it is rdatively high in 
price, producers maiket their livestock at lighter weights, and feed 
dairy cow's a smaller amount of CTain and more roughage. On the 
other hand, wffien feed prices are rdatively low', producers mai'ket their 
animals at greater weights and milk cows are fed more grain. 

Comparison of feed-grain prices and the prices of meat animals and 
of dairy products over a period of yearn is significant. A measure of 
changes m feed-grain prices over a period of years can be arrived at by 
combining the average yearly prices of com, oats, and barley according 
to their importance as feeds, and then using the average of these com¬ 
bined prices for the years 1910 to 1914 as equal to 100 per cent. WTien 
thus combined and converted to a percentage, the percentage of 70 for 
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1906 means that the prices of feed grains in 1906 were 70 per <^nt as 
high as they were in the years 1910 to 1914. Similarly the prices of 
cattle, hogs, and sheep can be combined to represent livestock prices, 
and the prices of butter and of fluid milk can be combined to represent 
dairy-product prices. When all of these combinations are made and 
converted into percentages with the average prices of the years 1910- 
1914 equal to 100, it is possible to say whether feed prices were rela¬ 
tively high or low at any time in comparison with the prices of meat 
animals or vith dairy products. 

For example, in 1906, livestock prices were 67 per cent, dairy product 
prices 77 per cent, and feed prices 70 per cent, of those of 1910-1914. 
Comparing these percentages it is evident that in 1906 dairy-product 
prices were relatively higher than feed-grain prices, whereas livestock 
prices were relatively lower than feed-grain prices. The relationship 
of feed-grain prices to prices of meat animals and of dairy products can 
be shown still more easily by dividing the 77 per cent for dairy prod¬ 
ucts and the 67 per cent for meat animals by the 70 per cent for feed 
grains. Thus, we find that in 1906 the prices of dairy products were 
110 per cent as high as feed-grain prices and the prices of meat animals 



Figure 18 •—Relation of farm nnces of meat animals ind dan y produets to f<um pi Ices of feed-groins, 
1892-1931 In years when the lines in the above chart have been abo\ o 100, feed-gram prices have 
been relatively lowincompaiisonwith piicesofluestockorpiicebof dairy pioducts Theperiods 
of nnusuaJly low feed-gram prices, 1895-1900,1920-21, and 1931 weie the most favorable periods 
for the feeding of livestock Durmg the years 1910-1919, ^hen feed prices weio relativrfy high, 
conditions foi fecdmg weie least favorable 

96 per cent as high as feed-^ain prices. Such a compaiison has been 
made for each year from 1890 to 1931, and the resxuts are shown in 
Figure 18. The chart was extended back over the period of unusually 
low prices in 1895 and 1896 so that that period could be compared with 
the present period of imusuaJly low prices. 

During the last 42 years there have been three periods in which the 
prices of livestock and dairy products were unusu^y high in compari¬ 
son with the price of feed grains. Th^e were 1896 to 1900, 1920 to 
1921, and 1931, with relatively the highest meat-animal and dairy- 
product prices occurring in 1931. Farmers r^pond promptly to these 
relatively high prices; they respond first bjr increasing the amount of 
feed fed per head of livestock. Eventually, if the relativdy high prices 
for livestock and dairy products continue, they increase the numbers 
of livestock. 
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In periods when livestock and dairy-product prices are relatively 
low, as in 1916 to 1919, producers tend to feed less grain and in the long 
run to curtail the production of livestock. 

Resemblances to Earlier Periods 

The feeding situation in 1931 and 1932 has several features similar to 
those of 1895 and 1896, in addition to the relatively high prices for live¬ 
stock and daii'y products. The year 1894 was one of severe drought 
similar to 1930. In 1895 feed supplies were more plentiful than in the 

{ )re'vious year and in 1896 were much above average—situations simi- 
ar to those in 1931 and 1932, respectively. Stffl other resemblances 
may be noted. Prices of agricultural products in 1895 and 1896 were 
at unusually low levels, the same as at present. The hog-production 
cycle, as indicated by inspected hog slaughter, reached its low phase in 
1893 and 1894, whereas the low phase in the present cycle was reached 
in 1930 and 1931. The low phase in the cycle of cattle numbers on 
farms came in 1895 and 1896, whereas the low phase in the present 
cycle was reached in 1928 and 1929. Both in 1895-96 and in 1931-32 
livestock numbers were relatively low and the relationship of feed 
prices to livestock and livestock-product prices encouraged feeding. 

In view of these similarities it is interesting to note vmat happened 
after 1895-96. Both feed-grain production and livestock production 
expanded at an unusually rapid rate. By 1900-1901 inspected slaugh¬ 
ter of hogs had reached 30,000,000 as compared with about 17,000,0^00 
in 1892-93. Cattle numbers on farms increased very rapidly and 
reached a peak in 1904. Sheep and lamb slaughter more than doubled 
from 1890 to 1902. The growing of lambs for market in the mneties, 
however, was Just getting under way. Hence, the percentage increase 
appears large in comparison with the absolute increase. 

It need scarcely be said that the course of the livestock industry after 
1895-96 does not necessarily in^cate what may be expected now. 
Present conditions, although similar to those of the nineties in some 
respects, are very different in others. In the nineties the farm area 
was expanding rapidly, so that the increase in livestock production was 
not only an expansion from a low point but also a continuation of a 
marked upward trend. At the present time there is not the possibility 
of expansion in farm area that there was in the nineties, therefore so 
prolonged an expansion in livestock production is unlikely. On the 
other hand, however, a much larger proportion of present livestock is 
breeding animals. This fact and the marketing of livestock at early 
ages permit a more rapid expansion or contraction of livestock produc¬ 
tion ^an was possible in the nineties. In the future, periods of in¬ 
creasing and decreasing numbers may be shorter but the fluctuations 
may be about as great. 

Recent Adjustments in Feed-Grain and Livestock Production 

Price changes as drastic as those that have taken place since 1929 
tend to upset farmers^ production and marketing plans. As already 
noted, the area devoted to cash crops has decreased and the area de¬ 
voted to feed crops has increased in the last three years. In 1932 the 
production of feed grains was imusually large. Farmers will have to 
mcrease livestock numbers in order to find an outlet for the feed sup¬ 
ply. The increase in hog numbers, which began in 1931, was tempo- 
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rarily checked in 1932 because of the short corn crop in the western 
Com Belt in 1931, Indications are that the increase in hog production 
is now being resumed. Low prices for cows have resulted in the hold¬ 
ing back of dairv and beef cows, and breeding stock on farms is now at 
the highest level in the histoiy of this country. Sheep numbers, which 
reached a now high record in 1931, were reduced somewhat by the 
unfavorable winter of 1931-32 but it is still uncertain how far this 
decrease will continue. Low feed prices have encouraged the use of 
horses and mules, but the supply of breeding stock is so low that horse 
numbers are sure to continue to decline for several years. The extent 
to which this increase in feed-grain and livestock production will con¬ 
tinue is uncertain and depends largely upon the relationship that will 
come about in the next few years between livestock and livestock- 
product prices and the prices of cash crops. 

C. M. PuKVEs, F. J. Hosking, and C. L. Harlan, 

Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


F eeding Experiments With The outstanding developments in 
Cereal Grains Indicate the feeding of cereal grains in re- 
Ways of Profitable Use cent years have had to do with 

feeding wheat and oats to cattle 
and hogs in order to make use of surpluses. Since 1910 the consump¬ 
tion of wheat per person in the Umted States has been decreasing. 
This decrease, together with a loss of export trade, has resulted in a 
wheat surplus which could advantageously be fed to livestock. A sur¬ 
plus of oats has resulted largely from the displacement of horses by 
automobiles, trucks, and tractors. 

Feeding experiments with wheat have been chiefly in methods of 
preparing the grain and in comparing its value with that of com. Sev¬ 
eral Com Belt emeriment stations nave proved that wheat is practi- 
callv equal to shelled com for fattening cattle. In some studies, espe¬ 
cially hog feeding, wheat has given shghtly better results than corn. 
However, for hogs as well as cattle, coarse grinding or rolling is neces¬ 
sary. Wheat fed to horses should not constitute over half of the gram 
ration. At the United States Animal Husbandry Experiment Farm, 
Beltsville, Md., two lots of steers have been successfully self-fed on 
coarsely ^ound and rolled wheat. ^ 

At the United States Range Livestock Experiment Station, hliles 
City, Mont., two lots of weanling colts were fed with good results on a 
ration of good alfalfa hay and whole wheat, the wheat serving as a sub¬ 
stitute for oats. At the same station good results were obtamed from 
feeding range ewes one-half pound of hard winter wheat per head daily 
beforelambing and 1 poxmd per head daily after lambing. 

At the Belle Fourche Field Station, Newell, S. Dak., wheat, barley, 
and oats showed practically the same value when fed with pressed beet 
pulp and alfalfa to fattening iambs. In the same experiments, each of 
the three grains was about 90 per cent as valuable as com for fattening 
lambs. 

Oats may constitute one-third of the concentrate in the rations of 
beef calves that are being creep-fed and fattened, when oats are as 
cheap per pound, as com, or cheaper. While coarse grinding of grain 
generally is far superior to fine grinding for livestock feeding, oats ap- 
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parently shoiild be very finely ground for hogs. It has been found that 
practically one-half more crushed oats than very finely ground oats are 
required in hog feeding to obtain the sa me result. Oats seldom require 
grinding for other livestock. 

When Grinding Is Desirable 

The Wisconsin Agricultural Experiment Station has shown conclu¬ 
sively that medium to coarse grinding is better than fine grindmg so far 
as actual nutrition of the livestock is concerned. Coarse grinding is 
economical, because doubling the size of perforations in the screen of a 
hammer mill may cut the cost of power 40 to 50 per cent. 

Additional experimental work conducted recently by the Minnesota 
station shows that roiighage should not be ground for fattening cattle 
and that com need not be ground if enough hogs are kept with the cat¬ 
tle to clean up com in the droppings. Barley, however, should be 
ground to medium fineness, according to the klinnesota e^eriments, 
even though hogs are following the cattle. In general, grinding com 
and oats for farm livestock is not profitable. In no case, except that of 
very flinty grain, should grains or roughages be ground or chopped for 
sheep that have good teeth. 

The Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas stations have conducted numer¬ 
ous experiments which prove that the grain soi^hums such as milo, 
kafir, feterita, and began are practically equal to com and other cereals 
for fattening livestock. Texas experiments in cooperation with the 
Bureau of Animal Industry of the United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture have shown that grain-sorehum heads should be ground but 
not threshed for fattening cattle. However, the heads may be fed to 
hogs without being ground, because the hogs are forced to eat them 
slowly and conseqiiently chew the grain sufficiently for efficient diges¬ 
tion. The grain sorghums, especially kafir, are being used extensively 
for poultry. Good results have been reported in replacing a lai^e per¬ 
centage oi the com in the ration with yeEow milo. red muo, or hegari, 
provided green feed or cod-liver oil is included in the diet. 

Since com is so extensively used in livestock feeding, one of the fore¬ 
most feeding problems is that of protein supplements. livestock pro¬ 
ducers have been shown for years the advantages of feeding protein 
supplements such as cottonseed, linseed, and soybean meals. Such 
supplements have proved especially valuable in conserving com where 
plenty of good legume hay is not available. But when corn is so plenti¬ 
ful that there is not crib room for it, and so cheap that it threatens to 
compete with coal as fuel, there seems to be little incentive to econo¬ 
mize in its use. In most of the cattle-fattening experiments during the 
last 25 years a rather narrow ratio of protein meal to grain, ran ging 
from 1 to 4 to 1 to 7, has been used. However, the few experiments in 
which wider ratios such as 1 to 10 were used, have given good results. 

Addition of Concentrates 

According to the results of a cooperative study by the Department of 
Agriculture and certain State stations on costs and methods of fatten¬ 
ing beef cattle in the Com Belt from 1919 to 1923, the addition of 1 to 
IjTpounds of protein concentrates per head per day in fattening 800- 
900-pound cattle has no financial advantage when com is 14 cents a 
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bushel, mixed hay $5 a ton, straw $2 a ton, silage $2 a ton, and pro¬ 
tein concentrates $20 a ton, unless the supplement-fed cattle sell for 
more per pound than cattle fed no protein supplement. At the time of 
the experiments, such cattle fed a protein supplement sold for 7 per 
cent more per pound than did similar cattle that received no supple¬ 
ment. Probably the same is true now. On a 1,000-pound steer selling 
at 6 cents the gam would amoimt to $4.20. Therefore, even a t present 
prices for com and protein concentrates, feeding a little cottonseed 
meal, linseed meal, soybean meal, or soybeans to 2-year-old and 
younger cattle is Ukely to be profitable. In a ration containii^ plenty 
of good legume hay there is the least reason for feeding the concen¬ 
trates, and the quantity fed may be as small as one-half pound per head 
per day. On the other hand, if the roughage consists principally of 
silage, straw, stover, or grass hay, as much as pounds of such 
supplements per head per day can be fed to advantage. 

A common problem in fattening cattle is whether to substitute mo¬ 
lasses for corn. Experiments have repeatedly shown that, pound for 

E oimd, com is more valuable in a fattening ration than molasses. 

[owever, a small quantity of molasses, such as % to 1 pound per head 
daily, used as an appetizer, sightly increases feed consumption and 
rate of ^ain in weight, according to the Ohio station. If tliis can be 
accompushed without incimsing the cost of a unit of gain, it is likely to 
be profitable. Molasses in the ration of creep-fed calves has been 
tried at Sni-a-Bar farms, Kansas City, Mo., without showing any 
advantage over a ration of mixed concentrates without molasses. 

In fattening lambs on com, wheat, or oats, and alfalfa hay at present 
prices, there is no financial benefit in adding protein-rich concentrates 
to the ration. 

Com continues to be one of the best, cheapest, and most-used grains 
for poultry feeding and makes up about half of most poultry rations. 
Recent experiments have shown that yellow com, because of its vita¬ 
min A content, is specially desirable for feeding poultry that is con¬ 
fined to yards. It is not so important where the poultry has an outdoor 
range with plenty of green feed. ^ 

Rrce bran, a by-product of Tnillmg rice for human consumption, has 
been found effective in preventing perosis or deforming leg weakness 
in poultry. Oat mill feed and barley also have some value m prevent¬ 
ing perosis. Brewers’ rice and rice polish have practically the same 
feedmg value in a fattening ration as com, except that the quantity of 
rice polish fed to hogs must be limited on account of its tendency to 
produce soft pork. 

An experiment at the United States Animal Husbandry Experiment 
Farm, Beltsville, Md., in feeding scabby barley to poultry has shown 
that ground scabby barley gives as good results as sound barley, when 
fed in a laying mash. At the same station scabby barley was found to 
be quite as palatable and efiicient as sound barley in fattening steers. 
Similar results were obtained at the Illinois station. 

While rye has practically the same composition as other cereals, it is 
rather unpalatable to livestock and generally should not constitute 
more than one-third of the concentrates in the ration. The Wisconsin 
station reports that ground lye is not desirable as a feed for youi^ 
chickens. It is generally considered an imdesirable poultry feed. 

A. T. Semple, Bureau oj Animal Industry. 
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C ORN Hybrids Result Interest in corn hybrids has, for a 
From Crossing Carefully number of years, been growing. 
Selected Parent Lines Hybrid seed com has resulted from 

the efforts of com breeders to reduce 
the cost of com production by making possible materially larger acre 
yields of higher-quality com. Naturafly there has been more publicity 
about this effort in the Com Belt and surrounding States, where hy¬ 
brids already are in commercial production, than elsewhere. The 
number of requests for information coming to the United^ States 
Department of Agriculture, however, mdicate a widespread interest 
in hybrid corn, its possibilities and l^tations. 

Corn hybrids have several things in common with the mule. The 
mule is the first-generation hybrid between the mare and the ass. 
Having no pride of ancestry or hope of posterity, it must live for the 

P resent only. This it does with vigor, to the great benefit of its owner. 

)om hybnds are the first-generation hybrids between two or more 
inbred strains of com. The inbred parent strains are so inferior they 
can not be a source of pride.^ Although the hybrids produce posterity, 
the second and later generations can not be used for seed without a loss 
in yield. Com hybnds, th^, must be produced anew in each genera¬ 
tion. During that generation a good hybrid produces a materially 
la^er acre yield of good-quality com than do the best ordinary van- 
eties, to the considerable benefit of its grower. Finally, neither all 
mules nor all com hybrids are good. 

Reproduction in Com 

In order to understand just what hybrid com is, it is necessary to know 
how the corn plant reproduces. Each kernel of com results from the 
fertilization, of an egg by a sperm. The egg is at the base of the silk and 
the sperm is carried by the pollen. It therefore is customary to speak 
of the plant on which the ear is produced as the female parent and of 
the plant or plants supplying the poUen as the male or pollen parents. 

Ordinarily, corn is wmd pollinated, the pollen being carried at ran¬ 
dom through the air and some of it falling on receptive silks. Selecting 
an ear from a good plant, accordingly, is selecting the female parent 
only. Each kernel on the ear may have been pollinated from, a dif- 
toent male parent plant. It is this condition that has made it impos¬ 
sible to select varieties of com that breed true for any but the most 
simple characters. The breeder sees only what the female parent is 
like; the pollen parent is unknown. Moreover, many characters are 
not expressed in the hybrid condition. Thus, a tme-breeding red com 
crossed with a white com produces nothing but red ears in the first 
generation. Nevertheless, if such a cross is grown in the next genera¬ 
tion, about one-fourth of the ears will be white and three-fom'ths red. 
The breeder sees then only what the female parent looks like, not Avhat 
the selected ear will produce. 

In spite of these difficulties, the better varieties of corn have been 
developed to a relatively high state of productiveness by careful sdec- 
tion over a long period. This has been done by reducing the propor¬ 
tion of unfavorable characters to such a low levd that any one is 
expressed but seldom. Always, however, even in the best varieties, 
most of the plants are below par because of one or more unfavorable 
characters, and some of the plants are barren or produce nubbins 
because of serious inherited faults. 



FEED GEAINS AND FORAGE 


183 


Controlled Pollination 

The development of a good hybrid comprises (1) selecting the best 
possible inbred lines and (2) findLag the best hybrid combination of one 
land or another for commercial utilization. The final hybrid thus is 
the product of many years’ careful selection and experiment. During 
this breeding period aU pollinations are made by hand. Ear shoots and 
tassels are protected from stray pollen by covering them with paper 
bags. (Fig. 19.) At the proper tune poUen is applied to silks to make 
the deshed mating, and the pollinated 
ear shoot is again protected. In this 
way the parentage on both sides is 
definitely controlled. 

Selection of Inbred Lines 

The first step in hybrid-corn breed¬ 
ing is the isolation of inbred lines or 
strains. Plants of one or more vari¬ 
eties of com are self-pollinated, pollen 
beiag placed on the silks of the same 
plant from which it came. The best 
of the resulting ears are planted, an 
ear to a row, and plants within these 
rows again ai‘e self-polliaated, and 
so on for several generations. Each 
year, however, only the best plants 
from^ the best rows ai*e selected for 
continuing the various stoains. 

Among the most noticeable imme¬ 
diate effects of seU-poUination ai‘e the 
decrease in the size of the plants and 
ears and the many peculiar chai-ae- 
ters tliat come into expression. With 
continued inbreeding there is a 
marked increase in the unifomiity of 
the plants \\ithin any progeny row, 
although the differences from row to 
row are extreme. Some stiuius are 
discarded almost at once because of 

g ’ossly unfavorable characters, j 
thers ai'e better and are continued. 

So far, however, among the thousands 
of inbred strains that have been iso¬ 
lated, none has been found even approaching ordinary com in size 
or production. After some fi^e to seven generations of self-pollina¬ 
tion the strains breed practically tme for whatever characters they 
possess. Every plant of any strain is practically like every other 
plant. After thri it is unnecessary to self-poUinate in propagating a 
strain. Pollination between plants of a strain is then essentially like 
self-pollination. 

It is these inbred strains, themselves veiy inferior, that are the basis 
of hybrid seed corn. They are of value in several ways. In the fii-st 
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place, ttie3 aie imiionm lioic year to } eai. This gives the corn breeder 
his fii*st fixed material Avith which to work. Again, the different inbred 
strains ha\e some oatstandingly good chai actors. Thus, some regu¬ 
larly piodiice long eais, others have stiff stalks or good roots or are 
resistant to disease, and the like, and it is these ^ood characters that 
the com breeder must bring together into desirable combinations. 
Finally, no two have exactly the same set of undesii-able characters. 
As already mentioned, many characters are not expressed in the hybrid 
condition. This is particiilaily tiue ot characters unfavorable to 
growth and production. Consequently, wdi^n tw o inbied strains hav¬ 
ing different sets of undesirable characters are crossed or hybridized, 
many of-these characteis are suppressed in the fii'st hybrid generation. 

Finding Good Hybrid Combinations 

To a ceitain extent the bleeder can select inbred stiains lor crossing 
on Lis knowledge ot Iheii characters. Beyond this, however, he must 
rely for the piescnt on testing large numbers of hybrids to find those 
btraiiib that combine best. The inbred strains producing the poorer 
hybrids ui e discarded. Those producing the best hybrids are again 
crossed and the hybrids tested more adequately. Eventually, through 
continued elimination and selection, a few lines that combine to advan¬ 
tage in several combinations are found. (Fig. 20.) Finally, some two 
or thi‘ee combinations that have been among the best in a given local¬ 
ity duiing several seasons aie placed in commercial production. 

Different Kinds of Hybrids 

Inbred strains majr be combined into different kinds of hybridb. 
The simplest of these is the single cross, or hybrid between two strains 
Thus, designating the female parent fiist in the customary way, A X B 
designates the single cross of strain A pollinated by strain B. The seed 
of the cross is that produced on the plants of strain A and may not 
appear noticeably ihfferent from self-pollinated seed of A. The vigor 
of hybiidity becomes evident, however, shortly after germination 
begins. 

The 3-woy cross is the hybrid of a single cross between two inbred 
strains as one parent, and a third inbred sti’ain as the other parent. It 
is customaiy to use the s^le cross as the female and the third inlired 
strain as the male parent in producing a 3-way cross. Thus (A B) X C 
designates the single cross A X B pollinated by strain C. The crossed 
seed produced on the vigorous Ax B plants is superior in quality and 
quantity to that produced on inbi ed plants sis in single crosses, ^g* 21.) 

Double crosses ai*e hybrids between two single crosses, involving four 
different inbred strains. Thus, the double cross or hybrid (AXB) X 
(CxD) designates the hybrid of the single cross AxB pollinated by 
the smgle cinss C X D. Here, both the male and female pai^ent plants 
are vigorous hybrids. The seed quality and production are Mgh, as in 
3-way hybrids, and there is every possible assiu’ance of abundant pol¬ 
len from the male parent, wduch is nor true when this pai‘ent is an 
inbred strain. 

The cross of a commercial variety by an inbred strain has been 
variously des^ated as a top cross, inbred-sire cross, and the like. In 
limited e^eriments, some such crosses have yielded more than ordi- 
uary varieties but less than comparable double crosses. Their chief 
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Figure 20 Representative ears of four inbred lines of corn and of the six sincile-cross hybrids 
among them. The ears of the inbred parents, A, B, C, and D, are along the left and across the 
bottom margins The hybrids are in the appropriate squares at the intersection of the leads 
to the parents, each hybnd being shown twice. The two ears (mbred D and Hybrid CD) 
banded together are from the same plant 
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PARENT b^'^AiNS 

8 PURN'S^tS A DE-^A^ASlLFD D FURNISHES C DETASSELED 
POLLEN POLLEN 





SINGLE CROSS AXB 
DETASSELED 


DOUBLE CROSS 
HYBRID SEED 
iAXB)X(CXD)-* 
PRODUCES 
THESE 

\ 



SINGLE CROSS CXD 
FURNISHES 
POLLEN 




Figlpe 21 —lUustiation of the production of double cross hybiid seed com The ears of the parent 
inbreds at the top breed true if self poUmited A pollinated bv B, and 0 pollinated by D, how - 
e\ tr, produce the s nscle crosses show n Sm 2 le cross (pollmited by sin«;le cross (C XD), is 
illustrated, is the double-cross seed used for producing the commercial crop Ears banded togethei 
are from the same pUnt 
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value at present appears to be in the fact that it is easier to find one 
inbred that combine well with some standard variety than to find 
three or four inbreds that will produce a good 3-way or double cross. 

Advantages of Different Hybrids 

Any of these hybrids can be used lor planting for commercial com 
production. The single cross is at a disadvantage because of the low 
yield of seed and its consequent high cost. Moreover, the irregular 
size and shape and the generally small kernels of present field-corn 
inbreds make the commercial utilization of single crosses impractical. 
Single crosses produce the most uniform plants and ears of any of the 
hybrids. They accordingly have specif value where uniformity is 
most important. Thus, uniformity is highly desirable in sweet com 
for canmng, and, to some extent, siugle crosses between inbred strains 
are being used commercially for tl^ purpose. In field com, however, 
3-way and double-cross hybrids will be used unless much better inbred 
strains are developed. 

The 3-way cross has no particular advantage over the double cross. 
It is slightly more uniform but not importantly so, and probably the 
main reason for the production of 3-way crosses commercially has been 
that it was easier to find three reasonably good inbred strains than 
four. The serious disadvantage of the 3-way cross is that an inbred 
strain must be relied upon to supply pollen for the cross. Unless an 
inbred that can be counted on for this purpose is available, the 3-way 
cross is impractical. Even a reasonably good pollinating strain requires 
a somewhat larger proportion of male parent plants with a somewhat 
higher cost of seed production. For the present and for some time to 
come, therefore, the double cross seems to be the most practical source 
for hybrid seed corn. 

The user of hybrids need not worry about whether he is getting 
single-cross, 3-way-cross, or double-cross hybrid seed, if it is of good 
(quality (quality including size and shape suitable for machine plant¬ 
ing) and if it has a definite record of productiveness The producer of 
hybrid seed will be governed laigely by his individual facilities and 
the inbred strains that are available to liim 

Producing Hybrid Seed Com 

Regardless of what kind of hybrid seed is involved, only the first 
generation of the hybrid should be sold or used for commercial plant- 
mg.^ Only from tliis generation, i e , the seed that was actually cross- 
pmlinated by an unrelated strain or hybrid, is the maximum benefit of 
hybrid vigor to be obtained. The second generation of any hybrid, 
that is, the seed produced by the first generation, may be expected to 
yield from about 10 to 25 per cent less than the fimt generation, the 
exact decrease depending upon the particular hybrid. It is this fact 
that necessitates producing the hybrid anew for each season's use. 

Hybrid seed is produced for commercial use by growing rows of the 
two parents in an isolated field and detasseling the plants of the female 
parent. In general, a field for this purpose should be not less than 40 
rods from other com unless there are buildings, trees, or other barriers 
between, or unless the two fields do not tassel at the same time. From 
two to four rows of the female parent can be planted to every row of 
male parent. If an inbred strain is to furnish pollen, it is safer to plant 
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not more than two rows of the female parent. If a vigorous hybrid is 
to be the male parent, four rows of the female parent can alternate 
safely with one row of male in the Com Belt. As the seed comes only 
from the female-parent rows, this is a good reason for using a vigorous 
male parent. 

Detasseling at Blossoming Time 

During blossoming lime the field is gone over at regular intervals and 
all tassels are puUed from the female parent plants before they shed 
pollen. With few exceptions the tassels emerge enough so that thej 
can be seen before they begin to shed. A quick upward pull at this 
time takes the tassel out cleanly without damage to the plant. Tassels 
pulled too early are likely to bring with them^ part of the top of the 
plant, with some damage. On the other hand, it is not safe to wait too 
long, lest the tassels begin to shed before they are pulled. ^ Therefore it 
is necessary to go over the field practically every day until detasseling 
is completed. 

For laige-scale hybrid-seed production the inbred strains and pri¬ 
mary single crosses also are produced in isolated fields. This need not 
be considered here. For small-scale production, as for home use, it is 
probable that stocks of the inbred parents and single cmsses can be 
maintained more easily by hand polhnatii^. A l-acre unit for produc¬ 
ing seed of the double cross (AXB)X(CXD) may be taken as an 
example. With thi*ee rows of the female parent AxB to every row 
of the male parent C XD, one man easily could take care of the nec¬ 
essary detasseling. On the very safe basis of an estimated acre yield 
of 40 bushels, the" three-fourths of the plants detasseled produce 30 
bushels of double-crossed seed. With a loss of one-third in culling, 
this will provide a minimum of 20 bushels, or enough to plant between 
120 and 140 acres. 

To provide smgle-crossed seed for the 1-acre field each year and to 
maintain the parent strains would require only some 200 or fewer pol¬ 
linations. Thus, 20 plants of each of the parent strains would be 
ample to maintain these stocks. An additional 90 plants of strain A 
to be cross-pollinated by strain B, and 30 additional plants of strain 
C to be pollinated by strain D, would supply enough single-crossed 
seed for the acre, with a liberal margin of safety. 

Yields of Hybrids 

It is clear that the labor and expense of hybrid-seed production can 
be justified only if the hybrids will yield materially more than the best 
open-poUinated varieties. Yields from the Iowa corn yield test show 
the extent to which the yield is increased. The Iowa corn yield test 
has been conducted for several years by the Iowa Corn and Small Grain 
Growers' Association in cooperation with the Iowa A^cultui^ Exper¬ 
iment Station and the United States Department of Agriculture. 
Upon payment of the required fee, anyone can enter his com and have 
it tested in one or more of the 12 districts into which the State is di¬ 
vided. Entries are divided into two classes, open-pollinated and hy¬ 
brid. These are tested in such a way that the yields are entirely 
comparable. 

Among the 701 entries scattered through 11 districts in 1931, there 
wem 460 hybrid and 241 open pollmated, the latter presumably repre¬ 
senting the best varieties grown in the different parts of the State. 
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The 12 districts are shown in Figure 22. The average acre yield of the 
higher yielding third of the open-pollinated entries in eacn district is 
riven in figjures at the bottom and to the left of the three vertical bars ^ 
The superiority in acre .yield in bushels of the best open-pollinated 
entry in the district is indicated by the height of the left-hand bar and 
is stated in figmes above that bar. In the extreme northwestern dis¬ 
trict the average acre yield of the upper third of the open-pollinated 
entries was 36 bushels. The best variety yielded 2 bushels more than 
this, the upper third of the hybrids yielded 6 bushels more, and the 
best hybrid yielded 8 bushels more than 36 bushels. 

It seems safe to assume that the yield of the best open-poUinated 
entry in each district represents the most that could be obtained from 
open-pollinated varieties in that season and locality. The muchlarger 
yields of the better hybrids are self-evident. As an average for the 11 
districts in 1931, the 
upper tlmd of the 
open-pollinated vari¬ 
eties yielded 56 bush¬ 
els, the best open- 
pollinated varieties 
yielded 59 bushels, 
the upper third of the 
hybrids 62 bushels, 
and the best hybrids 
68 bushels. On tliis 
basis, the upper third 
of the hybrids yielded 
10.7 per cent and the 
best hybrids 21.4 per 
cent more than the 
upper thmd of the 
open-pollinated vari¬ 
eties. These results 
are not unique. Sim¬ 
ilar differences have 
been obtained in Iowa 
as well as in many other States, in previous years. It seems to be 
conclusively shown that materially larger acre yields can be had from 
com hybrids. 

Not All Hybrids Are Productive 

It should be emphasized here that not all hybrids are productive. 
The foregoing comparisons are based on the better hybrids. If one 
can know he is getting a better hybrid, that is all that is of interest. 
This fact must be known from the previous performance or from the 
reliability of the source from which hybrid seed is obtained. The low¬ 
est yield in each of the six districts in the southern half of Iowa in 1931 
was made by a hybrid entry. A grower buyi^ hybrid seed just 
because it is hybrid has no assurance that he will not have to pay a 
tremendous pnee for it in low yield. 

It should also be emphasized that adaptation is just as important in 
hybrid seed com as in ordintxry varieties. Hybrids adapted to south¬ 
ern Iowa are too late-matuiing to be grown safely in northern Iowa. 

* Data from the following publication Robinson, J. L , and Bryan, A A xowi corn yield test 
RESULTS FOR iQdi. lowa Com ond Small Groin Growers’ Absoc. Ames, Iov\a, Rpt 12, 82 p 1932. 

163030®—33-13 
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The fact that a hybrid is productive in Ohio is little evidence of its 
value in Misso^ or Kansas. 

Finally, hybrid seed com will not produce lai^© yields in spite of poor 
soil and poor culture. The plants are more efficient in general. But 
where fertility or moisture is available for ^ acre yield oi no more than 
20 bushels of com, this condition is the limiting factor whether the seed 
be a variety or a hybrid. The purchase of hybrid seed to plant on 
unproductive soil rarely will be profitable. 

Sources of Hybrid Seed 

This article is \ratten to give information on what hybrid seed com 
is, not as propaganda for its immediate and general use. Such propa¬ 
ganda would he premature in many localities, inasmuch as hybrid seed 
or the parent inbreds are available in only a relatively few States at the 
present time. The United States Department of Agriculture and 
many of the State experiment stations,.however, have com-breeffing 
programs aimed at the production of hybrid seed corn, and within a 
very few years such seed should be more widely available. Already 
several commercial seed companies are offering hybrid seed for sale 
and a few of the State experiment stations are dStnbuting hybrid seed 
for trial and single crosses for production of double-crossed seed on 
the farms. Anyone interested in hybrid seed com should write to his 
State agricultural experiment station for information on the availa¬ 
bility of hybrid se*ed adapted to his locality. 

The development of inbred strains for the production of hybrid seed 
is a more elaborate project than most farmers are justified in xuidpr- 
taking. Occasional individuals with the necessary time and facilities 
may be intOTested in this phase of corn breeding. It is su^ested that 
such individuals obtain United States Department of Agriculture 
Bulletin 1489, Com Breeding, which contains a more detailed discus¬ 
sion of the principles and practice of this and other methods.® 

Fredeeick D. Richey, Bureau of Plard Industry, 


B arley Acreage Is Farmers to-day think much more highly of 
Increasing Because barley as a feed than they did 15 years ago. 
of Crop Feed Value This change has been gradual. Despite a 
lessened commercial demand, acreage and 
production of barley have increased. The quantity of barley fed on 
the farms where it is grown is much greater now than in 1918. Dairy 
farmers are using more and more barley. There has even been a recent 
increase in the acreage in the Eastern States, where heretofore barley 
has been considered of more or less dubious value. 

The increased use of barley as a feed has been accompanied by the 
production and distribution of higher-producing varieties by Federal 
and State experiment stations. Trebi barley produces high yields 
under a wide range of conditions. It has spread from a single locality 
in Idaho^ where it was first commercially grown in 1917, until it is 
widely distributed in the United States and Canada. 

Smooth-awned varieties have been produced by State and Federal 
plant breeders as a direct offering to the feeders. Nearly a dozen are 
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now in tlie hands of the farmei*s. The greatest acreages of smooth- 
a^vned barleys ai*e in the upper Mississippi Valley and in California. 
Among the sinooth-awned vaiieties from which a farmer may choose 
one adapted to his locality are Vaughn, Glabron, Velvet, Comfort, 
Flynn, Hero, Wisconsin 38, and Spartan. 

In the Southeastern States the barley acreage has been extended by 
the use of hooded varieties. Such varieties do not yield as much as 
awned sorts, but the farmers in this area prefer them. In all localities 
where barley is a minor crop, objections to the awns are common, but 
Coast barley, which has the harshest awn of any commercial variety, 
is frequently cut for hay with satisfactory results. 

There is a real, outstanding, and growing interest in barley as a feed. 
It is filling a place in the livestock programs of many farms. 

Sometimes an Important Cash Crop 

Barley is sometimes, also, an important cash crop. Maltsters are 
usually willing to pay a premium for smtable malting barley. The 
farmer, however, should not lose sight of the fact that only a part of 
the crop can be used in malting. At present this part is a rather small 
percentage of the whole, only about 8 per cent of the 1932 crop; and 
even with future maximum expansion of malting it will probably not be 
over 25 per cent of 1932 production. Farmers in suitable sections who 
plan to sell their barley should grow and handle it in such manner as to 
supply the product wanted. They should choose a suitable variety 
and give it proper care in growing, threshiog, and storing. An 
unfavorable situation results when too laige supplies of malting barley 
reach the market because of favorable seasons in sections not usually a 
factor on the market. The price of malting barley then approaches 
that of the feed OTades, and the man who has taken extra pains in 
CTOwing his crop loses ms labor. The foUowmg season he is likely to 
be much less careful. If maltsters wish to maintain a high-grade source 
for their requirements they must recognize this fact and pay accord¬ 
ingly. However, there can never be a complete separation of feed and 
malting barleys, although the present trena is toward separating them 
to some extent. 

The export barley of the Pacific coast is consumed mostly in Eng¬ 
land. The type desired there is not the same as that demanded in the 
United States trade. Careful harvesting and cleaning are raising the 
average quality of this barley^ and with the use of suitable varieties 
this cash market should be maintained easily. 

H. V. Haelan, Bureau qf Plant Industry. 


O AT Varieties Have On the basis of varietal differences and 
Regional Adaptation; environmental conditions, and for con- 
Remain Major Crop venience of discussion^ the United 

States may be divided mto seven oat 
regions: Northeastern, north central, central, southern, Great Plains, 
Rocky Mountain and Intermoxmtain, and Pacific. (Mg. 23.) The 
north central region, which primarily embraces the Com Belt and 
some additional territory on the north, constitutes the most intensive 
and productive single oat rcrion in the world. It includes about three- 
fourths of the total national oat acreage, on which is produced about 
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four-fifths of the total oat crop of the country. Although oats are 
extensively grown in the other regions, the crop is less important there 
than in the Com Belt. Less than one-tenth of the annual oat crop is 
produced in the three western regions. In the southern and Pacific 
regions the crop is grown from both fall and spring seeding. In all 
other regions it is gi*own from spring seeding. Oats are grown on 
both irrigated and dry land in the western United States. 

Oats are not important as a money crop, but they are a valuable 
feed for horses, dairy cows, young stock, and poultry, and they are 
particularly suited to be grown in rotation with com. For these rea¬ 
sons oats continue to be a major crop. 

Naturally there is much variation in the range of adaptation of oat 
varieties in so large a territory as the United States, Not only does 



Figure 23."-Outline map of the United States showing the geneml oat regions 


the adaptation of varieties differ among regions, but there also is a con¬ 
siderable range 'within individual re^ons. 

There are many commercial strains of oats. For the most part 
these belong to a Velatively small number of distinct botanical varie¬ 
ties. Two strains may be identical in plant chai’acfcers, yet differ 
greatly in inherent yielding ability or in resistance to disease. The 
one best measui‘e of the value of a variety or strain is its yield and 
quality of gi*ain. Yield in turn depends largely upon the ability of a 
variety to Tvithstand adverse soil and weather conditions and to resist 
pests and diseases. 

In the United States all commercial oat varieties belong to one or the 
other of two species, Aeena sativa and A. hyzantina. Varieties of the 
first group are important in the northern half of the country and those 
of the second group in the southern half. The two groups overlap 
considerably^ throughout the central ai^eas. 

Oat varieties grown in the northern half of the United States usu¬ 
ally am grouped first according to whether the panicle is of the 
spreading (equilateral) or side (unilateral) type. The latter type is 
usually considered a subginup under Avena sativa and designated 
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Avena satim orientalis. Varieties with spreading panicles are the 
more important; in fact, side oats are almost obsolete m many sections 
because of their inferior yield and quality. Varieties are further 
classed within the groups according to the time of maturity, as early, 
midseason, and late. Nearly all vaiieties with side panicles are rather 
late. After classification according to time of maturity, a further 
grouping is made on the basis of kernel color, that is, the color of the 
hull or lemma. Most of the oats of the common group have yeUow 
or white kernels. Those with black kernels are less important than 
formerly, because of market discriroination. 

Varieties of the second species, Aoena byzantina, the red oats, are 
grown in the South. These are much less diversified than the common 
or northern group. Side-panicle varieties of this group are not 
known in the United States. 

Northeastern Region 

Midseason varieties of oats such as Silvermine, Swedish Select, 
Irish yictor, and Welcome are standard in the Northeastern States. 
Late side-panicle varieties such as Mammoth Cluster and Storm King 
also are grown in some sections, but are not considered entirely satis¬ 
factory. Improved varieties and strains, superior in many characters, 
are replacing the older sorts. Maine No. 340 is now extensively 

f rown in Maine and to a lesser extent in other New England States, 
ts high yielding power combined with excellent grain quality and a 
fairly stin straw nave rnet with favor. The Gopher variety, developed 
at the Minnesota station, also is proving well adapted to conditions 
in Maine. 

In New York two of the most productive improved varieties are 
Comellian and Upright. Comellian grows rather tall and produces 
slender,^ awnless, gray kernels. It can easily be identified and main¬ 
tained in pure condition. Comellian is an exceUent variety to be 
gjL'own in combination with Alpha barley for a grain mixture, both 
ripening at approximately the same time. Upright is a white oat of 
excellent quality, with a very stiff straw. ^ Its ability to resist lodging 
makes it veiy desirable for growing on dairy farms where soils usually 
are fertile because of heavy manure applications. Other new varieties 
of merit adapted to New York and adjacent States are Ithacan and 
Standwell. Keystone and Patterson are replacing the older and less 
productive sorts in Pennsylvania. Victory, introduced from Sweden 
about 25 years ago, also is highly productive and is very satisfactory 
throughout much of the northeastern region. 

North Central Region 

Many varieties of oats are grown in the North Centr^ States. Early 
Champion and Burt formerly were ^own extensively in the Com Belt. 
Early Champion is susceptible to the smuts of oats, lodges easily, and 
is a poor yielder. Burt lacks uniformity in plant characters and pro¬ 
duces gram of inferior quality.^ These varieties were laJtg^ replaced 
by Kherson and Sixty-Day, introduced from Russia. These two, 
with the various selections developed from them, now make up the 
most important group of oats grown in the Com Belt and therefore in 
the United States. Oat production in this region has always been 
reduced by stem rust. Of the new varieties of the Kherson-Sixty-Day 
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group, RiclilarLd and logold are outstandmg because of their high 
resistance to this disease. Other high-yielding and extensively grown 
selections of Kherson or Sixty-Day are Albion, lowar, Gopher, 
Nebraska No. 21, and State Pride. 

Green Russian, Lincoln, Swedish Select, Great American, and many 
other midseason varieties have been standard in the northern part of 
this region. Victory and Golden Ram are now important. Numerous 
high-yielding and high-quality strains of midseason oats have been 
developed and distributed in this region. Miami and Wayne are prov¬ 
ing superior in yield and standing ability to most of the older sorts in 
Ohio. Wolverine and Worthy are stiff-strawed, highly productive 
varieties, extensively grown m Michigan. Similar productive and 
desirable varieties are Forward and Wisconsin Wonder in Wisconsin, 
logren in Iowa, Minota and Anthony in Minnesota, and Rainbow in 
North Dakota. Anthony and Rainbow are highly resistant to stem 
rust, which fact contributes much to their productiveness. They are 
replacing the low-yielding late side oat White Tartar, which because 
of high resistance to stem rust has persisted in the Red River Valley. 


Central Region 

Red-oat varieties are mostly grown in the central region, although 
early common oats are grown to some extent along the nortnern edge. 
Formerly only strains oi Burt and Red Rustproof of the red-oat group 
were available for growing in this region. These, as well as the better 
common varieties, were not altogether satisfactory. As previously 
noted, Burt lacks uniformity in pmnt and kernel characters and pro¬ 
duces grain of poor quality. Red Rustproof matures too late and is 
very susceptible to stem rust. It also produces numerous awns and 
possesses other imdesirable kernel characters. Fulghum, an early 
high-yielding red oat having more desirable kernel characters than 
eimer Burt or Red Rustproof, came into prominence m this region 
during the decade beginning with 1920. Kanota, a strain of Fulghum 
distributed by the &insas station, is to-day the most popular and 
extensively grown variety in the region. Brunker, an improved 
uniform stram of Burt, is suitable where a variety still earlier than 
Fulghum is desired. 

Southern Region 


As in the central or spring-sown red-oat region, strains of Red Rust¬ 
proof and Fulghum are grown almost exclusively in the Southern 
States, mostly from fall seeding. Named strains of Red Rustproof 
such as Appier, Bancroft, and Red Texas have been standard for many 
years. Improved strains of Red Rustproof such as Nortex and Fer¬ 
guson No. 922 are superior in yield to the older strains for that portion 
of the southern region west of the Mississippi River. Fulghum is of 
first importance, particularly in the eastern part of the southern region. 
Its early maturity and greats freedom from awns add to its popularity 
among farmers. Frazie^ a selection of Fulghmn, is suitable for spring 
seeding in northeastern Texas. Lee, a new winter common oat, is weu 
adapted in North Carolina and Virginia where this type of oats is 
grown. Lee is earlier and produces grain of better quality than Winter 
Turf, heretofore the standard variety in this section. In the extreme 
southern part of the southern region, oat production is seriously 
limited by severe attacks of oat crown rust. Until recently no varie- 
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ties reastant to this disease have been available. Within the last few 
years certain foreign varieties, including Victoria and Bond, hove been 
introduced, and are highly resistant to this disease. It is possible that 
some one of these new strains may prove adapted in itself, and it is 
certain that they will offer material tor breeding crown-rust-resistant, 
weU-adapted vaiieties. 


Western United States 

In the western part of the United States, which is made up of the 
Great Plains, Rocky Mountain and Intermoimtain, and Pacific re¬ 
gions, the varieties of oats grown are similar to those adapted to the re¬ 
gions to the east. In the northern part of this area, standard midsea¬ 
son varieties such as Victory, Swe<hsh Select, and Banner predominate. 
For growing imder irrigation the highly productive sorts, Colorado No. 
37, Victory, and Idamine are used. ^ Markton, a comparatively new 
smut-resistant and high-yielding variety, is replacing the older stand¬ 
ard sorts in Oregon, Washington, and Idaho and the adjacent part of 
klontana. Markton is one of the most productive varieties ever de¬ 
veloped, but because of its extreme susceptibility to the rusts of oats it 
is not suitable for areas where the rusts are prevalent. In the central 
and southern parts of this area, early common and early red varieties 
are the most productive. Fulghum and the improved strains of Kher¬ 
son and Sixty-Day are most commonly grown. In recent years, Kan- 
ota has become important in Califorma because of its earBness. It is 
superior in yield to the old Califorma Red variety. 

T. R. Stanton, Bureau of Plant Industry. 


G rain Sorghums H^hly At least 40 varieties of grain sor- 
Drought Resistant; Many ghmn are grown on farms in the 
Varieties Grown in U. S. United States. These varieties dif¬ 
fer widely in adaptation, maturity, 
height, head and grain t 3 rpe, and in the utilization of the crop. Ex¬ 
cept for a limited number of miscellaneous and hybrid varieti^, they 
con be classified into distinct groups such as kafir, nodlo, feterita, he- 
gari, and durra. Kafir and milo are the classes most widely grown 
and most frequently sold on the market. 

Texas, Oklahoma, Kansas, New Mexico, and Colorado are the lead¬ 
ing States in the production of grain sorghums, but considerable quan¬ 
tities also are grown in Missouri and Nebraska and in the irrigated 
valleys of California and southern Arizona. The grain somhums ore 
grown principally in sections too dry or too hot for successful com pro¬ 
duction, where the average rainfall is less than 26 inches annually. 
They are able to withstand the effects of dry, hot weather better than 
do most other grain crops. The plants can reinain dormant duri^ 
periods of drought and resume growth when moisture becomes avail¬ 
able, unless the drought is too prolonged. Grain soighums are some¬ 
times called the “crop camel” because of this ability. 

Uses 

The groin sorghums are grown principally for feeding to all classes 
of livestock on the home faam. They take the place that com occu¬ 
pies in a good corn-producing section. They are grown largely for 
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tbeir grain, although some are irnportant also as forage crops. Milo 
and durra are grown almost exclusively for grain, and the stover seldom 
is utilized except in a limited way as pasture. Hegari and kahr arc 
grown for forage as well as for grain, and considerable quantities ai’e 
fed as a combined forage and grain ration, either in cured bundles or as 
silage. Kahr and hegari are more leafy and juicy than milo, durra, 
and feterita, and when the heads are harvested and threshed, tho 
stover usually is saved for feeding. Grain soi^hums have a feeding 
value nearly equal to that of com and can satisfactorily replace com 
in most rations. 

Only a small percentage of the grain-sorghum crop is threshed and 
shipped to market. That which reaches the teiininal markets is sold 
largely for poultry feed or in ground mixed feeds for livestock. Durra, 
grown almost entirely in Cmifornia, is largely fed by poultrymen in 
that State. Considerable milo and some kafir also are shipped into the 
pordtry dstricts. 

Place in Cropping Ssratem 

Grain sorghums do not usually enter into a regidar rotation system, 
as crops following sorghum usually are poorer than those grown after 
other crops. Occasionally ^ain sorghums are grown in rotations with 
wheat or cotton, but usuafly they follow either com or another sor¬ 
ghum crop. In the southw^tem irr^ated regions they are often 
planted on land from which a crop of wheat or barley has been har¬ 
vested the same season. In many localities they are not an important 
cash crop but are grown often m small fields, mostly to be fed on the 
farm.^ Either wheat or cotton is the leadmg cash crop in the counties 
in which grain sorghums are grown; but m many localities, mostly on 
sandy sous, the grain sorghums are an important source of income. 
Grain sorghums nave not yet been able to displace wheat to an appre¬ 
ciable extent on the large-scale farms of the southern Great Plams, 
because of their lower cash value and the greater labor in growing and 
harvesting them by the common methods followed. 

Machine Harvesting of Grain Sorghums 

The harvesting and threshing of grain sorghums by ordinary meth¬ 
ods requires considerable hand labor. In order to avoid losses and in¬ 
creased harvesting expense from lodging, the grain soighums usually 
must be harvested promptly after maturity, and where they are grown 
on a large scale this necessitates hiring much more labor than is re- 

a uired for wheat or corn. The Department of .Agriculture has recently 
eyeloped varieties suitable to be harvested with a combine or a 
grain header, so that farmers may grow large acreages of grain sor¬ 
ghum without excessive hiring of labor for harvest. The breeding 
experiments were begun more than 12 years ago. The obj ect has been 
to produce varieties with erect heads and short stalks, that are not sub¬ 
ject to lodging after maturity. It was found that the desired type 
could not be obtamed by ordinary selection methods, and hybridiza¬ 
tion was used. Simple crossii^ failed to produce the desired type, 
and reerossing the most promising hybrid strains with the milo parent 
was resorted to. As a result of this breeding work, carried on largely 
at Woodward, Okla., and cooperatively at Hays, Elans., there have 
been devdoped a number of erect, low-growing varieties of the desired 
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type. ^ One of these, Beaver milo, produced by crossing milo with a 
selection from a ka&-milo hybrid, was distributed to farmers in Okla¬ 
homa in 1928 and is now grown on many thousands of acres in Okla¬ 
homa, Kansas, and Texas. ^ A kaftr-milo Wbrid called Wheatland milo 
was distributed to farmers in Kansas and Oklahoma in 1931 and is now 
extensively grown, particularly in Kansas. Other varieties of the so- 
called combine type’^ are being tested with the possibility that some 
of them will prove superior to both Wheatland and Beaver. 

Early-Maturing Varieties 

Grain sorghums frequently fail to matoe m northwestern Kansas, 
northeastern Colorado, and western Nebraska because of cool weather 
and short seasons occurring at the high altitudes or northern latitudes. 
In much of this region the rainfall is boo scanty for successful com pro¬ 
duction or for heavy-yielding grain sorghums. The Department of 
Agriculture, in cooperation with the State stations, is giving considei*- 
able attention to breeding varieties that will mature earlier and will 
gi’ow in relatively cool summers. Such early varieties also should 
partly escape drought injury and so fill a need in the dry portions of 
the west-central Plains. An eaily white-seeded variety called Dwarf 
Freed, selected at the experiment station at Hays, Kans., was distrib¬ 
uted to farmers in Kansas in 1927. Several other new kam, milo, and 
hybrid types also have been developed for short-season conditions 
and experiments are being continued to determine their value and 
adaptation in vaiious localities before they are distributed. 

Controlling Diseases 

Experiments have shown that kernel smut ia soighums can be con- 
trolls by the use of fungicide dusts such as copper carbonate and 
Ceresan. There are several different physiological forms of soighum 
kernel smut, but all can be controlled by seed treatment. These treat¬ 
ments also are effective in lessening the mjury from seed rots that fre¬ 
quently reduce the stands of grain sorghum seriously. Some varieties 
that show considerable resistance to smut are very susceptible to seed 
rots, and consequently it has been found advisable to ti’eat all grain- 
sorghum seed before planting unless it is known to be free from smut 
and is to be planted in a warm soil. 

Controlling Insects 

Date-of-planting experiments covering sever^ years at Lawton, 
Okla., have shown that injury from chinch bugs is largely reduced by 
early planting. Planting in June under seidous chinch-bug infestation 
usually results in a complete failure, although June planting has given 
the best results in much of the ^ain-sorghum area where chinch bugs 
are not usually numerous enou^ to be inj urious. There are wide dif¬ 
ferences in the susceptibility of grain-sorghum varieties to chinch-bug 
injury. The mhos are particularly susceptible, feterita and began 
somewhat susceptible, while the kafim shows considei-able resistance. 
Many hybrid sorghums have been tested for resistance to chinch-bug 
injury, and a few sti'ains that possess a resistance greater than that of 
either parent have been found. 
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Extensive experiments have shown that grain sorghums usually pro¬ 
duce the best yields of both grain and forage when planted after the 
scyil is warm. Better stands also are secured under these conditions. 
In most localities best results have been obtamed from planting after 
June 1, and in western Oklahoma and Texas planting about June 15 
often produces the highe&t jdelds.^ North of Oklahoma, where the sea¬ 
son is somewhat shorter, it often is necessary to plant before Jime 15 to 
pennit the grain to mature before fx'ost. Also, as mentioned previously, 
where insect injury occurs it is necessary to plant early m order to 
avoid damage by the pests. 

Late varieties should be planted somewhat earlier than early-matur¬ 
ing varieties, in order to reach maturity. In general, it appears desir¬ 
able to have grain sorghums cx)me into head after the period of extreme 
heat and midsummer drought. 

Studies of different spacings of grain sorghums have shown that vari¬ 
eties that tiller freely can be planted in wider spacings than varieties 
that tiller but little." Except under conditions of exti*eme drought, the 
sparsely tillering kafirs shoidd be spaced about 6 inches apart in ordi¬ 
nary cultivated rows, while milo plants, which tiller freely, may be 
spaced about every 18 to 24 inches in a row. Beaver milo, which tillers 
poorly, should be spaced about as thickly as kafir. 

Recent experiments in planting grain sorghums with the furrow or 
lister drill used for wheat nave shown that under certain optimum con¬ 
ditions this method of planting in rows 12 or 14 inches apart has been 
satisfactory. Such planting has been successful, however, only in clean 
soil where weeds do not become numerous without the usual inter- 
tiUage and where the rate of planting has not exceeded 4 or 5 pounds 
of seed per acre. Thicker planting may result in overcrowding of the 
plants and decreased yields. 

John H. Martin, Bureau oj Plant Industry 


S oybeans now a Major introduced into the United States in 
Crop in United States; 1804, the soybean has risen gradually 
Few Grown Before 1898 from the status of merely a curiosity 

from the Par East, and from the lowly 
place of a substitute and emergency crop, to a position of considerable 
economic importance in American agriculture and industry. 

Variety Adaptation 

Prior to the introduction of numerous varieties by the Umted States 
Department of Agriculture in 1898, not more than eight varieties of 
^ybeans were grown m the Umted States and the culture of these was 
limited to a few sections. With new varieties adapted to a greater 
range of soil and climatic conditions, acreage gradually increased and 
the crop became of major importance. 

Knowledge of variety adaptation is one of the outstanding results of 
investigations carried on throughout the United States. The mass of 
data collected in varietal studies with hun^eds of introductions shows 
that vdth but few exceptions soybean varieties have limited soil and 
climatic adaptations. The Virginia, Laredo, Manchu, and Biloxi have 
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a greater range than most other vaiieties. The Vir^nia, Mansoj^, and 
Harbinsoy varieties excel on the less productive t^es of soil, while on 
better sous the Mansoy and Harbinsoy give inferior results. Such re¬ 
sults are in accord with those foimd during agiicultural exploration 
studies in the soybean regions of the Orient and indicate the reason for 
the vast number of varieties grown there. Smallregions appear to have 
vaaieties particularly adapted to their own soil and clima tic conditions. 
For the most part, Japanese varieties are unsuited to Manchurian and 
Chosenese (Eorean) conditions, and, on the other hand, few Manchu¬ 
rian and Chosenese varieties are suited to Japanese conditions. Very 
few Chosenese varieties are adapted to the climate and soil of Man¬ 
churia. The soybean seems to be peculiarly sensitive to change of soil 
or climate. The differences in behavior of the same pedigreed seed in 
different places are often very striking, so much so that itis sometimes 
difficult to believe that it is the same variety. 

Since the Department of Agriculture began to introduce soybean 
varieties more than 7,000 samples of beans have been collected from 
Japan, (^osen, Manchuria, China, Taiwan (Formosa)j Java, Sumatra, 
and India. There are more than 2,000 distinct types in this laige col¬ 
lection, ranging from 75 to more than 200 days m reaching maturity. 
At present about 40 varieties are generally grown in the Umted States. 
In many regions adaptation experiments comparing commonly grown 
varieties with new introductions indicate that the new types are better 
adapted than the standard sorts, and it seems likely that varieties that 
suit requirements in nearly all farming regions of the United States will 
be found. ^ Although it would be highly desirable to limit the number of 
varieties in trade, unfortimately each region must have varieties 
especially adapted to it in order to obtain the best results. Studies 
to meet this requirement are now under way at various experiment 
stations. 

Variety Utilization 

Centuries of experience have brought about the development of soy- 
bemi varieties smtable for special purposes in oriental countries. In 
China, Japan, Manchuria, and Chosen varieties especially suited for 
bean curd, bean milk, soy sauce, miso (bean paste), bean sprouts, green 
vegetable beans, bean flour, roasted beans, bean confections, bever¬ 
ages, oil and meal, and special fermented bean products, are found. 
Different regions in these coimtries have different varieties for these 
special purposes. In Japan, where the soybean is used extensively as 
a gi'een vegetable, more than 60 varieties, ranging in maturity from 75 
to 160 days and Bering in flavor, are ^own solely for this purpose. 

The soybean is used in the United States primarily as for^e, being 
preserved either as hay or silage, or cut and fed green as soUage, and 
IS also pastured extensivoly with hogs and sheep. Breeding worn nere- 
tofore nas tended toward the development of varieties suitable for 
forage, silage, and pasture. Undoubtedly the use of the soybean for 
forage will continue to grow; but with the rapid development of the 
soybean oil and food industries, future increase in acreage probably 
will be largely for the production of beans. In the development of new 
varieties, toerefore, more attention is being given to the oil, protein, 
nutritive value, bean yield, and quality of the beans. 

A soybean oil and protein laborato^ was established in 1929 by the 
Bureau of Plant Industry to conduct investigations looking toward the 
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development of higli-oil and higli-protein varieties and lowr-oil varie¬ 
ties, The oil-millmg industiy demands a h^h^ofl and high-protein 
bean, whereas hog producers require varieties with low oil content to 
avoid the soft pork that results from pastming and feeding hogs on 
soybeans. Results with more than 1,000 selections and varieties show 
a range of 12 to 24 per cent in oil a,nd 28 to 44 per cent in protein. 
Analyses of a large number of selections and introductions also show 
varieties with both high oil and comparatively l%h protein contente. 
Although American beans excel Manchmian beans in oil, the protein 
content is lower in the domestic product. Studies of soybean proteins 
have shown that they contain all the essential amino acids but further 
e^eriments with several standard varieties of soybeans showed con¬ 
siderable differences in percentages of the amino acids cystine, trypo- 
tophane, and tyrosine. These results indicate possibilities of develo]^ 
ing varieties having high nutritive value and suitable for stock feeds 
and human foods. 


Soybean Oil and Meal Industry 

The soybean did not attain commercial importance in the United 
States until the soybean-milling industry was developed after the 
World War. Soybean-oil mills are now located in 10 States and have 
an annual crushing capacity of 10,000,000 bushels of beans. Two 
processes are i^ed m the maniffacture of oil from Ae soybean. The 
oldest method is by expression, m which the hydraulic press or expeller 
is used. In the other method the oil is extracted by some chemical 
solvent. By the extraction process nearly all of the oil is exti’acted, 
only 0.5 per cent remaining m the meal. Cake or meal made by ex¬ 
pression contains from 5 to 8 per cent of oil. Most American mills 
employ the expeller or hydraulic processes, very little extracted meal 
being produce in the United States. 

The two chief products of the soybean-oil mills are soybean meal, 
a high-protein concentrate, and soybean oil, a semidrying oil. The 
meal is considered the principal product from the oil-mill standpoint 
and constitutes about four-mths of the combined weight of the two 
products. 

Soybean Meal 

Many investigators have demonstrated that equal amounts of pro¬ 
tein from different sources may not be equal in nutritive value. The 
value of a prot^ lor feeding depends, it has been shown, on tho 
amount of certain amino acids. It has been demonstrated that soy¬ 
bean protein has a high biological value as compared with those of 
many of the other v^etable proteins. 

The best-quality soybean meal is a highly nutritious and palatable 
product having a nutlike flavor relished by all farm animals. It has 
a good distribution of amino acids and is recognized as a well-balanced 
vegeteble protein. It is highly digestible and has a very desirable 
phyrical effect on animals. As the valuable properties of soybean meal 
are becoming better kno\ra it is growing in popularity as an ingredient 
of mixed feeds and for improving home-mixed rations for poultry, 
dairy cows, beef cattle, hogs, and sheep. It is also used extensively 
in the manufacture of dog and rabbit feeds. 

The high oil content of soybeans that makes them commercially 
desirable is a definite obstacle to their extenrive use in swine feeding. 
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Investigations have shown that because of their detrimental effect on 
the firmness of pork and lard the^r should not be used extensively in 
rations for fattening hogs. Experiments indicate that soybean meal, 
however, is & most promising protein supplement for growing and 
fattening swine, and objections to the beans do not apply to the meal, 
which is also apparently more palatable than the beans. 

Extensive feeding experiments in the United States and sevei-al 
European countries show that soybean meal as a protein supplement 
in the dairy ration is 
equal to or supmor to 
cottonseed and linseed 
meals in milk and but- 
terfat production. In 
1931 the approximate 
quantities fed per head 
of cattle in the throe 
leading dairy coun¬ 
tries of Europe were, 
in the Netherlands, 

1,309 pounds; in Den¬ 
mark, 1,056 pounds; 
and in Germany, 396 
pounds. If dairymen 
m the United States 
were to feed soybean 
meal in the same ratio, 
the soybean would fi¬ 
nish a very consider¬ 
able cash income to 
the soybean regions 
and at the same time 
would establish per¬ 
manently the new and 
growing soybean-oil 
milling industry. _ 

The high fertilizing 
value of soybean meal 

h^ Inn^ been^rOCOg- Pi<,ore 2 l—Soybom-meal okas sloiodm a warehouse m Mmehum 
nized in orientnl awaiting shipment to Japcin, China, and the East Indies for foitili/- 
v**v*^«i ingpurposes 

countries. In 1930 

Japan imported from Manchuria 1,087,476^ tons of soybean cake, 90 
per cent of which was used as fertilizer in rice paddies, niulbony 
plantations, and for truck and field crops. (Fig. 24.) Soybean meal is 
also used extensively for fertilize!* on the su^ai* plantations and other 
field crops in southern China, Taiwan, the Philippines, Java, Sumatra, 
md other tropical islands. Although soybean meal has been imported 
in large quantities by the United States for many years, but little 
has found its way into the manufacture of commercial fertaUzer. 

Soybean meal is gradually assuming; importance in industrial utiliza¬ 
tion. Considerable quantities are §oing into the manufacture of vege¬ 
table glue and adhesives used principally in the manufacture of veneer, 
plywood, and insulating materials. In many instances it replaces 
animal glue, and its use in tlds field is rapidly expanding. Other prod- 
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ucts in which it is employed are water paints, bakelite substitute, and 
vegetable casein. 

Many food concerns are utilizing the meal in manufacturing flour, 
diabetic foods, breakfast foods, malted nulk, and health foods. 

Soybean Oil 

Soybean oil, representing about one-fifth of the combined weight of 
the principal products, has a more diversified use than has any other 
vegetable oil. It is classified as a semidrying oil and possesses a com¬ 
bination of properties that qualify it for use in a wide variety of manu¬ 
factured products such as cooking oils; vegetable shortenings; oleo¬ 
margarine; salad oils; soft, liquid, hard, and powder soaps; cleaning 
compovmds; disinfectants; found^ oils; paints; varnishes; enamels; 
lacquers; linoleum; oilcloth; printing ink; gre^e and lubricating com¬ 
pounds; rubber substitutes; patent and artificial leather; putty; water¬ 
proof fabrics; glycerin; candles; and lecithin. 

In the b^inning of the domestic soybean-oil industi'y consumes 
developed stiong prejudice against domestic crude oil, wMch was said 
to be inferior to the Manchurian product. This prejudice has been 
entirely overcome through the setting up of trade rules and quality 
standards. With improvement in processing and in rnethods of han¬ 
dling and storing, domestic oil is now prefeped to the imported oil by 
consuming industries, especially in the edible-oil trade. ^ The largest 
consumption of soybean oil in 1931 was by the edible-oil industries, 
chiefly m the manufacture of compounds and vegetable shortenings; 
the paint and varnish, soap, linoleum, and oilcloth industries were 
next in order in consuming soybean oil. 

Soybeans for Human Food 

In Asiatic countries the soybean is grown primarily for the beans, 
which are used largely in the manufacture of numerous food products 
that supply the principal source of protein in the Asiatic diet as that in 
the diet of western people is furnished chiefly by meat and dairy prod¬ 
ucts. Oriental people use yeiy few dairy and meat products, yet for 
many centuries they have lived on an apparently well-balanced diet of 
which the prot^ is derived largely from the soybean. The most com¬ 
monly used soybean foods in the Orient are soy sauce, miso or bean 
paste, bean curd, bean milk, bean flour, roasted-bean confections, 
green-vegetable beans, bean sprouts, roasted bean flour, boiled beans 
(with rice, millet, or sorghum), coflee substitute, and health drinks 
made from roasted soybeans. 

In the United States the soybean and its products have attracted at¬ 
tention as an article of food at various times, but only within the last 
three or four years have there been any extensive investigations olong 
t^ line by commercial interests. Soybean flour, made by grindhig 
either the whole bean (preferably yellow-seed varieties) or tne press 
cake after the oil has been removed from the beans, is findin g increasing 
favor in the numuf^ture of various products, such as malted milk, 
macaroni, vermicelli, spaghetti, noodl^, crackers, cooMes, ice-cream 
cones, breakfast foods, hemth foods, diabetic foods, and infant foods. 
Withm the last year several large baking companies have began using 
15 to 20 per cent of soybean flour in making bread and cakes. 
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When soybeans are fully de\ eloped the beans make a palatable and 
nu+ritioxis green vegetable, used in the same manner as the gieen pea 
or the lima bean. (Fig 25 The pods are tough and not desirable, 
but if the beans aie boiled for about thiee minutes they are easier to 
shell Use as a gieen vegetable is one of the most important food uses 
of the crop Many vaneties ha\e been developed in Japan solely foi 
use as green beans and are classed by seedsmen and gro\vei‘s as garden 
beans. About 60 of these varieties were collected in recent exploia- 
tions by the Department of Agricultui*e in Japan. These vaneties, 
ranging from 75 to 160 days in time required for maturing, differed 
markedly in flavor, quality, and adaptation. The ^een-vegetable soy¬ 
bean selves as a substitute for green Deans in localities where the Me^n- 
can bean beetle prevents the growing of garden beans Soybeans are 
sometimes lightly attacked by this pest, although it evidently prefers 
other legumes. Green-vegetable soybeans have been successfully 



IBiouRC 25 —Some \ uieties of the &oybein when three-fourths to full grown make a most palatable 

green-vegetable di&h 


canned like green peas, and offer a new and valuable food product to 
the canning mdustry. 

Sprouts (fig. 26) grown from soybean seed are used extensively in 
oriental countries as a green vegetable in a great variety of disnes. 
Duiing the last five yearn mung-bean sprouts have become very popu¬ 
lar throughout the tjnited States, but soybean sprouts are more pda- 
table and nutritious than those of the mung bean. Small-seeded 
varieties of soybeans especially desnablo for sprouts have recently been 
introduced from the Orient, and tests indicate that a product superior 
to that of the mung bean can be produced in the United States. 

Shoyu or soy sauce is a dark-brown liquid prepared from a mixture of 
steamed soybeans, cracked loasted wheat, salt, and water. It has be¬ 
come exceedingly poptilar with Americans and has found a large com¬ 
mercial outlet in the United States. At present only one factory in the 
United States manufactures soy sauce from domestic-grown beans. 
Other soy sauce used heie is imported. 
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Soybeans as an Export Crop 


The United States did not become an exporter of soybeans in quan¬ 
tity until 1931, when, because of unsettled conations in the Orient, 
Eiiropean importers of soybeans turned to the United States, and more 
than 2,000,000 bushels of America’s 1931 soybean crop were exported 
to European oil mills, mainly those of Geimany Prevailing low prices 
placed American soybeans on a competitive basis with the Manchurian 
crop American beans received in the European market ai'e reported 
to ha\ e arrived in a much cleaner and more uniform condition than 

the Manchurian 
beans The unifoi in¬ 



ly bright yellow color 
of Amencan beans 
created most favor¬ 
able comment and 
caused them_ to be 
rated as superior to all 
competing beans. 
The fat content of 
American beans was 
19 per cent, while the 
Manchurian bean 
averaged 18 per cent; 
the protein content of 
American beans was 
35 to 36 per cent, and 
the average of the 
Manchurian beans 38 
percent. As soybean 
meal is sold in Ger¬ 
many on the basis of 
a 46 per cent protein 

f )lus fat content, the 
ower protein content 
of the American bean 
is a handicap in the ex¬ 
port of beans to Ger¬ 
man oil nulls. 


The success achieved 


by the recent largo 

riovEB 20 — bprouts ?rowu Iioin sojbein seed (otnish an e\i«lleat ^5pOrtS of bcans ^to 
green vegetable for a great var«et> of di'sbes Iblirop^tlll infirKetS lH- 

dicates a new outlet 


for the American product. It must be rem^bered, however, that 
prices for the Amencan beans must be on a basis competitive with the 
prices of Manchurian bcans. Eui'opean importers emphasize the fact 
that the European trade requires a large tonnage of soybeans contin¬ 
uously, and they demand the assurance of a source of supply as depend¬ 
able as Manchuria’s. It is doubtful whether the Umted States can 


compete with Manchuria if American exporters turn to the European 
market only when a surplus domestic crop must be disposed of. On 
the other hand, the domestic soybean-oil-milling industry, which no 
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doubt has sustained more or less loss in developing the industry and 
creating new markets for the manufactured products, is brought into 
competition with fche Em*opean buyers Undoubtedly, with liigher 
price levels for the i)roducts, the domestic miUs can build a permanent 
cash market for the American bean 

W. J Morse, Bureau of Plant Indubtry, 


P ASTURE Experiments Ahnost from the beginning of agricul- 
Point Way to More ture in the United States, this country's 
Profitable Grazing pastuies have been confined for the 

most part to land that was too rough or 
was otherwise unsuited to the production of farm crops. These pas¬ 
tures and ranges contribute approximately 50 per cent of the feed re¬ 
quired to maintain our livestock, and this feed costs much less than 
harvested feed. Present prices of milk and meat demand low*^ produc¬ 
tion costs and therefore require that as nmch of the feed as possible be 
obtained from pastures. This has made it necessary,^ especially in sec¬ 
tions where milk is one of the main sources of farm income, to utilize 
for gi azing some of the better land formerly used for cash crops Inter¬ 
est m pastm'e improvement is widespread, and during the last few 
vears much expeiimcntal work on pastures and various grazing crops 
has been started by the United States Department of Agriculture and 
the State agricultural expeiiment stations. Some of the results al¬ 
ready obtained in^cate ways in which larger returns from grazing 
lands may be obtained. 

Improvement of Permanent Pastures 

A judicious use of commercial fertilizers is generally recognized as 
the most effective way of increasing the productiveness of established 
pastures. Fertilizer benefits the pasture in several ways: (1) By length¬ 
ening the grazing season; (2) by changing the botamcal and chenucal 
composition of the plant populations; (3) by increasing the palatability 
of the pasturage; and (4) by stimulating or increasing the growth of 
the heibage. 

At Beltsville, Md., an application of complete fertilizer produced 
good pastui*e two weeks earner than the pasture on the unfertilized 
check plot. Nujnorous reports from other localities indicate that this 
additional period of grazing in the spring may be expected whenever 
there is sufficient sod moisture. The percentage of legumes in the 
herbage may be increased by applications of phosphate and potash or 
decreased by heavy nitrogen applications. In either case the 
cattle relish the herbage on the fertihzed areas more than that on the 
unfertilized areas. 

The soils in the majority of old pastures in the humid regions are de¬ 
ficient in plant food, consequently the forage is likewise low in the nu¬ 
trients needed by animals for building body tissue and producing milk. 
Poor quality feed naturally produces an imerior quality and quantity 
of meat, milk, and wool, as well as an increase in the malnutrition 
troubles and diseases to which livestock is subj ect. That such difficul¬ 
ties can be remedied, at least partially^ by fertilizer and lime, is shown 
by the results at Beltsville, where apphcations of lime gave an increase 

1630W)®-33-^14 
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of 22 pel cent in the calcium content of Kentucky bluegrass, nitrogen 
increased the protein 30 per cent, and phosphorus increased the phos¬ 
phorus 56 per cent in the dry matter of this grass grown on Sassafras 
silt loam soil.^ 

An application of 600 pounds per acre of 6-12-6 fertilizer at Beltsville, 
gave, as an aveiage for three years, 29 per cent greater annual yield 
mom a pasture mixture. At Tifton, Ga., the same quantity of Jerti- 
lizer produced a 2-year average increase of 85 per cent for Bermuda- 
grass, 80 per cent for carpet-grass, and 148 per cent for centipede-grass 
pastures; and at Gaines^e, Fla , 50 pounds per acre of nitrogen gave 
as a 3-year average increase of 73 per cent for carpet-grass, 44 per cent 
for Bahia-grass, and 86 per cent for centipede-grass pastui-es. At 
Jeanerette, La., an application of 2 tons per acre of ground oyster shell 
in 1929, and 150 pounds per acre annual application of superphosphate, 
gave an increase in 1931 of 25 per cent in the unit-days of grazing and 
the average daily gain of the steers on the pasture. The net returns 
per acre were $9.15 for the unfertilized and $13.29 for the fertilized 
pasture, an increase of over 46 per cent in the profit 

Effects of Fertilizers on Northern Pastures 

That fertilizers were useful in improvmg the old and also the newly 
seeded pastimes in the more hunnd sections of the North has been rec¬ 
ognized for several years, but it is doubtful whether their full value is 
realized. Grazing experiments at Kylertown, Pa., in which fertilizers 
contabing (1) nitrogen, phosphorus, potassium, and lime, (2) phos¬ 
phorus, potasauna, and lime, (3) phosphorus-and lime, and (4) lime 
alone, gave gains in weight, in dairy heifers, that ranged from 48 per 
cent increase for the use of phosphate and lime over Ime alone to 140 
per cent for the use of phosphate, potash and lime, and from 130 to 345 
per cent when nitrogen was applied in addition to phosphate, potash, 
and lime. The increases depended on the quantity of nitrogen per 
acre. It is very evident that nitrogen greatly increases the production 
during the spring and early summer, making the need for supplemen¬ 
tary grazing crops even more acute during the midsummer season. 
The use of nitrogen can not compensate for the effects of heat and 
drought, although the use of phosphate and potash in combination 
does tend to furnish more umform grazing throughout the season, 
mainly by means of the increased amoimt of white clover on the pas¬ 
tures. Using nitrogen in addition to phosphate and potash, when 
enough nitrogen is applied to give material increase in grazing, practi¬ 
cally excludes the clover. Kentucky bluegrass is dominant on pastures 
heavily fertilized with nitrogen, and the heavy grass turf keeps out the 
white clover. The use of fertiuzers on pasture plots in West Virginia 
and Veimont produced increases in forage very similifl.r to those in 
Pennsylvania. 

Results in Vermont indicate that when the turf of a permanent pas¬ 
ture consists mainly of plants that have little or no grazing value, it is 
advisable to disk the sod thorougUy in the fall, provided, of course, it 
is possible to use machinery. A liberal appheation of superphosphate 
and potash, as well as manure if it is avfflable^ should be (fiskedinto 
the soil. If these operations can be completed m the fall, a mixture of 
pasture grasses ana clovers should be broadcast over the land veiy 
e^ly in the spring. If the seed can be scattered sufSciently early it 
will not be necessary to cover it with a smoothing harrow, as the 
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freezes and thaws of early spring will cover it sufficiently for germi¬ 
nation. If man^e is not available, a nitrogen fertilizer such as sul¬ 
phate of ammonia or nitrate of soda, applied at the rate of 150 to 200 
pounds per acre after the grass has emerged, will prove of great value 
in furnishing earlier and more abundant grazing. 

Carpet-Grass Pastures 

In many of the carpet-grass pastures of the Gulf States the turf is so 
thick as to make it practically impossible to maintain a proper propor¬ 
tion of legumes. Lespedeza, black medic, hop clover, and bur clover 
are crowded out by carpet grass, and the tui‘f becomes so thick in old 
pastures that the growth of the grass itself is unsatisfactory. An ad¬ 
mixture of legumes in carpet-grass pastures not only opens up the turf 
but increases the vigor of the carpet grass through the nitrogen in the 
legume nodules, while the herbage wifli a proper percentage of legumes 
is more nutritious. 

Cluster clover, also taown locally as McNeill clover, has been under 
obse^ation at McNeill, Miss., since 1922 and appears able to main¬ 
tain itself in caj^et-grass turf. If it is found to be adapted to any con¬ 
siderable area in the Gulf States it will lengthen the grazing season 
and increase the productiveness and nutritive value of many peima- 
ncnt pastures. This now clover is a winter annual which reseeos itself 
naturally in the same way^ as do the hop clovers. The seeds gerroinate 
in the fall and the plants live over winter, make a rapid growth the fol¬ 
lowing spring, and mature in May or June. Cluster clover may^ be 
grazed from late February until June, its productive season ending 
about the time that of Lespedeza begins. Cattle, sheep, and hogs 
relish it both as pasturage and as hay. 

The most reliable pasture plants in the Cotton Belt States are Ber¬ 
muda grass, carpet otsss, Dallis grass, common Lespedeza, and white 
clover. Bm clover, nop clover, and black medic are well known and 
abundant in some localities, where they add considerably^ to the pas¬ 
turage. A proper use of these plants insures good pastui'es in favorable 
situations such as moist bottom lands and on the better upland soils. 
In developing good pastures the main diflS.culty is encoxmtered on poor 
upland soils. Woolly finger ^ass, a new importation from South 
Africa, seems most promismg for such situations. It thrives at Tifton, 
Ga., Gainesville, Fla., Auburn, Ala., and Jeanerette, La., and repeated 
tests in South Africa have shown it to be very drought resistant and 
able to make an unusually heavy growth on poor soils. It also has a 
fairly high nutritive value as shown by feeding tests. While it grows 
laige enough to produce fair yields of hay, it will perhaps be most use¬ 
ful as a pasture grass. The greatest hindrance to its rapid spread and 
extensive use in the development of better pastures is its failure to pro¬ 
duce viable seed. Although it is easily propagated from the stolons, 
which take root at the nodes and form clusters of new plants, establish¬ 
ing large fields of it by the vegetative method is a tedious process. 
Attempts are under way to segregate strams that will produce viable 
seed. 

Supplementary Pasture Croi>s ^ 

The grass that usually dommates the better type of pastures in the 
Northem States is Kentucky bluegrass. It is generally recognized that 


7 Detailed mformation cm the culture and uses of any of these crops may be obtained from tbe U. S. 
Department of Agnoulture. 
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bluegrass pastures reach their peak of production in the^ spring and 
early summer, after which production drops off rapidly in July and 
August, increasing again in the fall. The farmer who has sufficient 
pastiu'e only when it is at the peak of production generaUy faces the 
problem of finding additional feed during the low-production period of 
midsummer In all parts of the United States there are usually peri¬ 
ods durmg the year when the permanent pastures are xmproductive. 
By the intelligent use of certain less known pasture plants the returns 
from grazing may be greatly increased. Profits in meat as well as milk 
production are realized generally during the grazing season. An ar¬ 
rangement whereby the gazing period may be lengthened without un¬ 
due expense will obvioudy extend the season of profite and shorten the 
intervm of feeding, during which a loss is often sustained. The results 
obtained with certain crops, such as Sudan grass, sweetclover, and 
lespedeza, which may be used in providing additional pasturage, are 
indicated in the following paragraphs. 

In a series of tests at Augusta, Mich., Sudan grass was outstanding 
in the yearn 1929 to 1931, inclusive, giving m average of approxi¬ 
mately 425 sheep-days of grazing per acre, which is 60 per cent more 
than that secured from any other crop in the test, while gains per acre 
were even more outstanding. Soybeans were not included in the test 
until 1932, consequently no comparisons involving soybeans are yet 
available. The grazing seasons of 1929 and 1930 were very dry, but 
the Sudan grass gave excellent grazing from June to September. Dur¬ 
ing much of this time the permanent pastures were dry and furnished 
practically no grazing. 

Sudan grass makes rapid growth and is very drought resistant. The 
seed is reasonable in piice, a stand can be secured with little trouble, 
and the grass produces a high yield of palatable feed, all of which facts 
make it a very satisfactory pasture crop and particularly valuable as a 
supplementary pastm*o crop to be used when permanent pastures are 
nonproductive. The only drawback in its use is that after being dam¬ 
aged by frost or, less frequently, when severely checked by di*ought, 
it sometimes contains dangerous amoimts of pinissic acid, and precau¬ 
tions should be teiken in gazing imder such conditions. Sudan grass, 
although not introduced into the United States xmtil 1909, has been 
used extensively for both pastiue and hay for several years and has 
been grown to some extent m every State, but has reached the highest 
degree of utilization in the States just west of the Corn Belt. Its use 
for gazing is increasing rapidly in the northern tier of States east of 
the Alissisappi Biver and in New England, as its value in furnishing 
cheap grazing is being recognized. Detailed information about Sudan 
grass is given in Farmers’ Bulletin 1126. 

Lespedezas Have Important Uses 

^1 the lespedezas have a distinct field of usefulness because of their 
ability to grow on acid soils. Korean lespedeza is considerably earlier 
than the common and is apparently best adapted to the climate of the 
States just north of the Cotton Belt, including the piedmont section of 
North Carolina, and Virgima, West Vuginia, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
southern Indiana and Illinois, Missouri, eastern Kansas, northern Ar¬ 
kansas, and northeastern Oklahoma. The most effective method of 
utilizing Korean lespedeza for pasture is to grow it in rotation with a 
small grain. When once established by being seeded in the early spring 
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on fall-sown oats, wheat, barley, or rye, it will reseed itself each year if 
the land is disked rather than plowed each fall in prepaiation for seed¬ 
ing the grain. The small giam may be grazed, cut for hay, or harvested 
as a gram crop, and the lespcdeza will be ready to graze June 1 to 15, 
maintaining one to two animal units per acre from that timA untu 
October 1 to 15, when the small grain must again be seeded. Such a 
field of Korean lespedeza is an excellent insurance against shortage of 
feed in periods of drought such as that of 1930. Its productive season 
coincides perfectly with the_natural summer doimancy period of Ken¬ 
tucky bluegrass, and even in noimal seasons it may be used to good 
advantage in supplementing the permanent pastures. A much wider 
use of tins legume, which may be growm on poor acid soils wheie the 
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clovers and black medic do not tbiive, is lustified in the section indi¬ 
cated Moderate applications of superphosphate are usually profitable 
on this crop. (Mg. 27.) 

Kobe and Tennessee 76 lespedezas are improved varieties of com¬ 
mon lespcdeza, and both are later in matming seed and in their early 
spring growth than Korean lespedeza. The Kobe is best for pasture 
south of Tennessee and North Caiolina, where it may be grown and 
pastured in the same way as indicated for the Korean in the men¬ 
tioned States. Good cuttings of hay are obtained from Kobe and 
Tennessee 76 lespedezas on fairly productive soils. 

The lespedezas discussed above are aU annuals. Although there are 
a number of perennial lespedezas growing wild in the eastern part of 
the United States, Lespedeza set icea, a perennial form introduce from 
Asia, appears to be superior to the native species. Its chief value lies 
in its ability to grow on a wide variety of soils that will not produce 
alfalfa or the clovers. So far the only soils to which it appears un¬ 
adapted are light sands and heavy black soils which are inclined to be 
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wet. It is extremely drought resistant and has ijersisted on poor hill¬ 
side soils through dry seasons when no other cultivated crop survived, 

The pasture value of perennial lespedeza has not been fully deter¬ 
mined, Cattle will graze the yoimg plants, but do not appear to 
lelish the mature plants. There are indications that it will not endure 
continuous heavy grazing even when well established. Caro must be 
taken, therefore, to remove the animals at intervals to allow the plants 
time to renew their growth. If a system of inteimittent grazing is 
practiced, it is believed that considerable pasturage of excellent quality 
may be obtained from this lespedeza on soils that now produce nothing 
but weeds and^ brush. In common with the annual lespedezas, this 
perennial species makes good hay when cut at the proper stage of 
growth. 

A Rotation of Annual Pasture Crops 

By seeding a proper succession of annual crops such as rye, vetch, 
soybeans, and Sudan grass on productive land, pasturage the year 
aroimd is practically assured in the Cotton Belt. Such pastures are 
especially suited to dairy cattle, and the success of such a system has 
been demonstrated by a dairyman near Wilmington, N. C. Abruzzi 
lye sown about September 15 provides grazing from November 1 to 
March 15; haiiy vetch or crimson clover sown August 1 to 15 may 
be grazed from March 1 to June 1; and Biloxi soybeans sown March 
15 and again May 15 complete the grazing season, June 1 to Novem¬ 
ber 15, if grazed properly. To accomplish this the soybean field 
is ^azed in rotation, the cattle being confined to a limited acreage 
until they have finished that and then being moved successively to 
new areas. In this way soybeans may be grazed three times during the 
summer. This variety will leaf out twice after being defoliated by 
grazing animals. Sudan grass sown about May 15 is ready to pasture 
during the same period as the soybeans and may be cut for hay when 
not needed for pasture. It is always useful to turn the cattle m at 
night, and this greatly reduces the amount of stall feeding required. 
A similar system of annual pastures may be devised for States north 
of tibe Cotton Belt, but the diflBiculties m using a rotation of annual 
crops for pasture increase as one goes north. In the North such crops 
may be better employed to supplement the permanent pastoes. 

Other Useful Pasture Crops 

Alfalfa is fast assuming a^ prominent place among crops used for 
permanent pasture. Where it is well adapted and grass pastures have 
become unproductive, the acreage of alfalfa being grazed is rapidly 
increasing. It has been found that darker from bloating can be mini¬ 
mized by proper precautionary measures, and the stand of alfalfa can 
be maintained by proper management. 

In a graz^ test now under way at Augusta, Mich., dairy cows are 
being used in an attempt to get the best returns from alfalfa without 
injuring the stand. Four methods of utilizing the alfalfa are being 
compared in the test: (1) Continuous grazing; (2) grazing the first 
crop and mowing the second; (3) mowing the first crop and grazii^ 
the second; (4) harvesting the entire field for hay. Both the economic 
results and the effect of the treatments on the duration of the stand 
are being compped. The test has not yet run long enough to justify 
definite conclusions, but results thus far indicate that it is more profit¬ 
able to graze alfalfa with dairy cows than to raise alfalfa hay for 
market. 
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Alfalfa at Augxista, wbea grazed by sh^p, lias given much better 
results than have fertilized and unfertilized grass pastures, either 
seeded or on native sod. During the 1932 grazing season alfalfa 
provided 38 per cent moie days of grazing and 51 per cent more gai" 
than were obtained from permanent-grass pastures that had recerred 
the heat treatment. Similar results had been obtained in 1931. 

Crested wheatgrass (Agropyron crUtatum), an introduction from the 
cold, diy plains of Rusaa, is admirably suited for the ijurpose of 
reconverting to grassland, fields tha thave been used for growing wheat. 

During the World War many thousands of acres of grassland in the 
northern Great Plains area of tlie United States were plowed and 
devoted to wheat production. Falling prices after the war soon made 
it evident that wheat production in tfus area, with its limited rainfall, 
was a losing business, and the problem of reestablishing grass to con¬ 
trol soil blowing and to furnish forage became acute. Many gi‘asses 
and other plants have been tried, with crested wheatgrass, bromegrass 
(Bromys inermis), and slender wheat^ass {Agropyron tenerum) giv ing 
best results. 

A stand of crested wheatgrass is easily secured, and the resultant sod 
is permanent. The grass is very resistant to both cold and drought, 
taking inundate a^antage of showers that fall duiing the growing 
season. It is superior to brom^ass and slender wheatgrass in pro¬ 
duction, and the for^e is palatable both for grazing and as hay. 
Crested wheatgrass will grow at a lower temperature than most other 
grasses, consequently it furnishes both early and late gr azing . It is 
somewhat like Kentucky bluegrass in that the production drops 
during the heat of midsiunmer, making it advisable to grow a field of 
Sudan grass or other crop for supplementary grazing, or to seed an 
acreage of crested wheatgi’ass sufficiently large to provide gr azing even 
in dry_ weather. 

Preliminary grazii^ tests at the Ardmore, S. Dak., field station, 
show crested wheatgr^ to be much superior to native raa^e in 
carrying capacity and in producing gains on beef cattle. A consider¬ 
able quantity of seed is now available. The acreage planted is rapidly 
increasing as its value for reOTassii^ former cultivated areas of the 
Great Plains is reco^ized. The results of experimental work with 
crested wheatgrass, with instructions on plantii^ and management of 
the crop are given in United States Department of Agriculture 
Technical Bulletin 307. 

Rhodes grass, introduced into the United States many years ago, is 
best known in South Africa and Australia, and has been tested at many 
points in the Gulf States. In the more humid of the^ States it has 
never achieved any great success. It has become established, however, 
in southern Texas near Kingsville on the Gulf coast, and under the 
extremely dry conditions there it is an outstanding success. On one 
large ranch there are 9,000 acres seeded to Rhodes grass. Most of the 
^ed is obtained from Australia by commercial demers, but good seed 
is being produced on this ranch in quantities sufficient to satisfy the 
requirements of the ranch for new seedings. In early June, Rhodes 
grass in the pastures was green when the native grasses were brown 
and dry, and the manager of the ranch asserted that Rhodes grass 
would cany four or five times as many cattle per unit of wea ^ would 
the best native pastures. Cattle relish it and are maintained in exed- 
lent condition while grazing on it. When not needed for pasture it 
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may be cut for hay, which has a good feeding value. A more extensive 
use of Rhodes ^ass in improving range pastures in southern Texas 
appears justified. 

H. N, ViNALii aThd C. R, Enlow, Bureau oj Plant Industry. 

A. T. Semple, Bureau of Animal Industry. 


ALFALFA Losses From The alfaha grower’s greatest present 
/\ Bacterial Wilt Heavy; problems are: (1) Bacterial wilt AnZan- 
JL a Resistant Kind Sought ohacter insidiosum and its control; (2) 

adaptation of varieties and strains to 
various conditions, with special reference to cold and wilt resistance; 
and (3) the yeUowmg of ^alfa caused by the leaf hopper Empoasca 
fabae. 

The most serious of these problems is bacterial wilt, which appears 
to be most destructive where conditions favor a vigorous growth of al¬ 
falfa. Although the disease has undoubtedly been m the United States 
a long time, the responsible organism was first isolated in 1925. Since 
then the disease has been reported in many States^nd has caused 
serious losses in the Com Belt, especially in Illinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
and in eastern Kansas and Nebraska. Recently it has been reported 
as assuming serious proportions in several of the irrigated districts of 
the Western States.^ It also occurs to some extent in the Eastern 
States, though seemingly less destructive there, possibly because al¬ 
falfa is usu ally grown in relatively short rota tions. 

According to census reports, the acreage of alfalfa in Kansas has de¬ 
clined from 1,316,507 acres m 1919 and 980,806 in 1924, to 729,622 
in 1929. This represents a decrease of about 44^ per cent between 
1919 and 1929 and 25}^ per cent between 1924 and 1929. A large part 
of the decline since has occun*ed in the eastern half of the State, where 
moisture conditions are most favorable to rapid development of the 
bacterial ^vilt. Except under inigation, conditions in the western and 
drier part of the State are unfavorable to the spread of the disease, and 
since 1924 there has been an actual increase in acreage in about half 
the counties, and a slight^ decrease in the others, though the total 
change has not been significant. A somewhat parallel situation is 
found in Nebraska, where the acreage declined from a maximum of 
1,364,946 in 1924 to 1,139,085 in 1929, a reduction of about per 
cent. Here again the greatest decline was in the eastern part of the 
State and in the irrigated and subhrigated districts farther west. The 
census figures for these years also show a decline of about 19 per cent 
in acreage of alfalfa in Oklahoma and in the southwestern Iowa coim- 
ties bordering the Missouri River. It should not be assumed that bac¬ 
terial wilt alone is responsible for the reduced acreage in these States, 
but there is little doubt that it has been an important factor. 

S 3 nnptoms of Bacterial Wilt 

The most characteristic symptoms of the bacterial wilt are dwarfing 
and yellowing of the plant an(l drying out of the foliage, and occasion¬ 
ally wilting. Dwarfing is usually more conspicuous when the plants 
have reached one-half to two-thirds growth after cutting. The 
dwarfed plants are usually pale in color and the leaves are smalfer than 
those of healthy plants. Tnis condition is sometimes accompanied by a 
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bleaching and drying of the foliage, ^len the disease has developed 
sufficiency to be discermble in tne foliage, the taproot nearly always 
shows discoloration, which is readily observable as a yellow or pale 
brown ring just beneath the bark when the root is cut across with a 
sharp knife. The ring, narrow at first, increases in mdth as the dis¬ 
ease progresses. When the bark is stripped back the root is straw yel¬ 
low to brownish yellow in contrast to the ivory white of healthy plants. 

As the bactena causing the wilt disease enter the plant through 
wounds, winter injury and bacterial wilt are closely associated, and it 
is not improbable that many of the losses attributed in the past to wnn- 
ter-killmg, were due to bacterial wilt or a combination of the two fac¬ 
tors. A thinning out of the plants may occur during the later part of 
the second crop year if the disease is especially destructive, and by the 
end of the third season the stand will no longer be profitable. 

Controlling Bacterial Wilt 

The nature of the disease offered little encouragement to satisfactory 
control by cultmal practices, and the only hope of control seemed to 
rest on the possibility of discovering or developing an alfalfa that was 
resistant to the disease.^ The results of a variety test made at Man¬ 
hattan, Kans., in 1922, indicated that control by this means might be 
possible. While this test was not started with any idea of determining 
resistance to wilt, since the disease was not known at that time, it pro¬ 
duced some valuable information on that subject. Good stands were 
maintained until 1926, when a thinning out, due to the wilt, was noted.^ 
At the time the experiment was discontinued the plots of Ladak, Turk-* 
estan, and Kaw alfalfa still had satisfactory stands, while the other 
plots had been almost completely destroyed by wilt. Furthermore, in 
a survey of the wilt situation in Nebraska, fields 20 to 30 years old 
were occasionally found where the disease seriously reduced the stands 
of the domestic alfalfas generally grown m three or four years. WHier- 
ever it was possible to trace the original source of seed of such fields it 
was found to have come from Turkestan. 

At the request of farmers in the territory where the disease was most 
destructive, a special appropriation was granted to pay for a search in 
Europe and Asia, especially Turkestan, for alfalfas resistant to the dis¬ 
ease. Several hundred small lots of seed were obtained in 1929, mostly 
from Turkestan, and many more lots were obtained in 1930, from Spain 
and northern Africa. These lots have been tested for resistance to bac¬ 
terial wilt, and whUo those from Turkestan differ somewhat, nearly 
aU from that source have shown considerable resistance. All seed 
from other sources that has been tested has proved quite uniformly 
susceptible to the disease. 

Two Methods of Determining Resistance 

Two general methods have been employed in determining resistance 
to bacterial wilt. If sufficient seed was available it has been sown in 
plots of various sizes on land known to be infested vith the wilt organ¬ 
ism, and the progress of the disease^ has been observed from year to 
year. The objection to tliis method is that at least three or four years 
are usually required to detennine whether a str^ of alfalfa possesses 
sufficient resistance to merit further consideration. A more satisfac¬ 
tory method consists in sowing the seed in the greenhouse during the 
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winter. The following sprhig the seedlings are inoculated with the wilt 
organism and transplanted in raws in a field, preferably where they can 
be well watered duiin^ dry periods. In the fall the plants are dug up 
and examined. By this ^me, undei’ favorable conditions, the disease 
will have developed sufficiently to make possible a detemiina tion of the 
comparative resistance or susceptibility. This method permits a larger 
number of determinations with a smaller quantity of seed thanw’ould be 
practicable under field conditions. Such tests are now being conducted 
in cooperation vith the State agricultural experiment stations of 
Kansas, Nebraska, Wisconsin, and California. 

Development of Resistant or Immime Strains 

A comprehensive breeding program has been undertalcen by the De¬ 
partment of Agriculture in cooperation with several State stations in 
an effort to develop stratus of alfalfa that are highly resistant if not im¬ 
mune to bacterial ^vilt.^ Plan ts that have withstood infection when in¬ 
oculated one or more times are used as foundation stock. Such plants 
are not homozygous (that is, do not have stable hereditary characters), 
and when they are ^^selfed’’ (bred among themselves) the progeny 
breaks up into susceptible and resistant mdividuals. Furthermore, 
seltog generally results in reduced vigor, though occasionally a line in 
which this does not occur to a marked degi‘ee is found. By utilizing 
such lines or by crossing two lines that have shown a high degree of re¬ 
sistance to wilt, it is hoped to produce a vigoi'ous strain that retains its 
resistance to the disease. 

• There are other factors, however, that complicate the problem. Tur¬ 
kestan alfalfas, which are generally quite resistant to the wilt,^ are, as a 
rule, susceptible to certain leaf-spot diseases that are especially bad 
under humid conditions. ^ Furthermore, alfalfas from Tuikestan tend 
to become dormant early in the season, an undesirable characteristic in 
the South. It also appears that more than one strain will be n ceded to 
meet the reqiiirements for cold resistance in the North and for rapid 
growth and high production in the South. Whether such a strain can 
be developed remains to be determined, but at best the program vrill 
involve several years. In the meantime, where wilt is a serious prob¬ 
lem the farmer need to utilize alMfas that have shown considerable 
wilt resistance, such as Ladak, Haidistan, Kaw, and conimercial Tur¬ 
kestan, where they are at all satisfactoi-y and where seed is available, or 
else be content with gi'owing the crop in short rotations. 

Some Resistant Varieties 

Attempts are now being made to increase the seed of Ladak, Hardis- 
tan, and Kaw. 

For some time commercial Turkestan alfalfa has been recognized as 
being general^ cold-re^tant and has given fairly satisfactory results in 
the northern Great Plains, though yields have generally been somewhat 
less than those of domestic ahalfas. Owing to its wilt resistance, how¬ 
ever, this variety can be grown to advantage where the disease is prev¬ 
alent. It has not givm good results in the South or in the humid East, 
because of its susceptibDity to leaf-spot diseases and its tendency to be¬ 
come dormant early in the fall, resulting in low yields. Comparatively 
little seed has been received from Turkestan in recent yeai*s, though 
importations from that source would be desirable for certain sections 
of the United States. 
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Ladak, a variegated alfalfa, was introduced from northern India and 
was tot recogniz^ as a desirable variety for the northern Great Plains 
because of its resistance to cold and drought, but in later tests it has 
also shown considerable resistance to bacterial volt. It has the further 
advantage of being less susceptible to certain leaf-spot diseases than 
Turkestan alfalfa, but so far has not appeared pronusing in the South 
and East, ov^g in part to its tendency to become dormant early in the 
season. A limited quantity of seed has been conunercially available 
during the last few years, though not sufficient to meet the demand. 

Hardistan is the name applied by the N ebraska station to what is ap¬ 
parently a strain of Turkestan alfalfa that first attracted attention by 
its apparent rcs^tance to bacterial wilt and to cold. Preliminary tests 
indicate that it is not likely to prove very popular in the East or South, 
since it behaves much like comniercial Tmkestan in these regions. 
Hardistan has value in the wilt-infected areas of the Great Plains. 

Kaw alfalfa was imported from Prance as Provence alfalfa under 
S. P. L No. 34886 and for several years was carried in tests as such. It 
first attracted attention as bemg resistant to wilt in experimental plots 
at Manhattan, Kans., and Lincoln, Nebr. Later tests bore out the ear¬ 
lier results as regards disease resistance and because the variety be¬ 
haved so differently from other lots of Provence alfalfa and so much 
like Turkestan, suspicion as to the exact soui*ce of the seed was aroused. 
A small quantity of the original seed was finally located, and the pres¬ 
ence of characteristic Tm^kestan weed seeds identified the origin rather 
definitely as Turkestan. Efforts are being made to increase the seed 
for the benefit of sections where wilt is prevalent and where Turkes¬ 
tan alfalfa succeeds. It is doubtful whether it will prove any 
better adapted to the South and the humid East than is commercial 
Turkestan alfalfa. 

Resistant Alfalfas Not Recommended Where Wilt Is Not Destructive 

In most of the States whege bacterial wilt occurs it is not uniformly 
destructive under all conditions, and where the losses are inconse¬ 
quential some of the domestic alfalfas can be grown to better advan¬ 
tage than the resistant strains. Furthermore, the supply of such do¬ 
mestic seed is usually abxmdant. 

In the drier parts of the Great Plains, from southern Nebraska north¬ 
ward, and in parts of the Northwest where bacterial wilt is not a factor 
but where cold resistance is essential to success, one of the variegated 
alfalfas—Grimm, Cossack, Baltic, Hardigan, Ontario Variegated, 
Ladak—or the northern common strains have generally proved more 
productive than Turkestan affaJfa. In the northern part of the Corn 
Belt and northward to the Canadian line these varieties are preferable 
to Turkestan if wilt does not cause serious losses. 

In the Northeastern States, where alfalfa is generally grown in rela¬ 
tively diort rotations, wilt has not yet caused much concern. ^ Since 
the wilt-resistant aHaKas have not given satisfactory results in tto 
region, growers should continue to use one of the cold-resistant varie¬ 
gated strains mentioned, or northern common strains, though the 
Utah and Kansas common are often satisfactory in short rotations. 

Bacterial wilt is not yet prevalent in the South; and as the alfalfas 
that have shown resistance to the disease are generallv unsatisfactory 
there, and as cold resistance is not a requirement, the less hardy, more 
rapid-growing alfalfas are preferable, since they are usually more pro- 
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ductive under such conditions. In the Southeast common alfalfa from 
Kansas and adjoining States has generally proved as satisfactory as 
that from any other source. Along the Gulf coast and in the South¬ 
west more southern strains of common alfalfa and the hairy Peruvian 
variety may be used to advantage. 

Yellowing of Alfalfa 

For some time the cause of the so^allod yeUowing of alfalfa, which is 
undoubtedly responsible for material reduction in yields, particularly 
in the Eastern States, was unknown. Recent investigations indicate 
that this condition is largely the result of attacks by the leaf hopper 
Empoascajabae, and as it has been possible to duplicate symptoms by 
mechanical means, the effect of the leaf-hopper attack seems to be 
physiological. It should not be assumed, however, that the leaf hopper 
IS responsible for all the yellowing in alfalfa fields, because lack of 
inoculation, lack of lime, and dry weather are at times contributing 
factors. 

H. L. Westover, Bureau of Plant Industry. 

H undreds of Different Hundi^eds of different kinds of in- 
Kinds of Insects Attack sects, including some most destruc- 
Feed and Forage Crops tive pests, attack feed gi‘ains and 

forage crops aU along, from the time 
the seed is sown until the produce is finally consumed. More than 
350 species are known to attack corn, and over 160 of these are par¬ 
ticularly injurious. Insect pests of the other crops of this group in¬ 
clude ^asshoppers and cutworms, leaf hoppers and army worms, va¬ 
rious lands of aphids and grubs, beetles, bugs, and borers, to the number 
of several himdred additional species. Many of these are believed to 
have been here always, and to have transferred theii' attention from 
native grasses and other forage plants to the cultivated kinds of these 
crops—^in many cases more palatable to the insects than the native 
varieties. The many pests accidentally introduced from foreign coun¬ 
tries have been added to these native species. The European^ corn 
borer, the Japanese beetle, the alfaKa weevil, and several species of 
clover weevils, are in this group. 

Some of the insects that attack feed grains and forage crops do aU 
their damage below ground, while othem feed on the leaves, blossoms, 
and stems of the plants or suck the juices from them. Still others, 
during their inimatm'e stages, bore up and down inside the stems. 
Some kinds take three or four yeai’S to produce one generation, while 
others produce 15 or 20 generations in a single season. 

The com ear -worm might w^ell be designated the most important of 
this group of insects. It is knovm by a number of aliases—the boll- 
woim of cotton; the budivorm of corn, tobacco, and other crops; the 
fruit worm of the tomato; and the head woim of the grain sorghums. 
It also attacks alfalfa, vetch, Crotalaria, beans, and other legumes, and 
even enters greenhouses and ruins the blossoms of carnations, chrys¬ 
anthemums, and other flowers. No matter vrhat is done to control it 
in one season, it migrates from the South again the next year and may 
be just as bad as ever. 

The various habits of insects and the difficulties of their control are 
multiplied several hundred times because of the many kinds of pests 
concerned. Because of the wonderful adaptability of most insects, the 
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control of one or two or a hall-dozen species that the average person 
may recognize is often a sizable undertaking. Devising remedies for 
several hundreds of other and loss familiar species with wide diversity 
of habits is far more complicated, when any one or several of those 
species may suddenly appear in destructive hordes. 

Knowledge of Insects’ Ways Indispensable 

It is hopeless to try to control insect pests without firbt obtaining a 
working knowledge of their habits and w ays of living. Where do they 
come from? Do they gnaw the plant or suck out the juices? Do they 
have the regular four stages in their life histories—the egg, the larvd 
or worm stage, tho pupa or cl^salis, and the adult—or, like the grass¬ 
hoppers, do the eggs hatch directly into baby insects very much like, 
except in size, their full-grown parents? What are all these stages 
like? Are the adults moths, butterflies, bugs, or beetles? Wliat crops 
win each of the several hundred species eat? Are they specific or gen¬ 
eral feedem? How many generations are produced in a season, or how 
many weeks, months, or years does it take to produce a single genera¬ 
tion? How and where do they spend each stage of thoir development? 
In which stage do they pass the winter? ^ These are a few of the more 
elementaiy questions that the entomologist must answer before an in¬ 
telligent attenipt can be made to develop control measures. The best 
cultural practices in crop production must also be carefully considered, 
for after all the farmer is interested in insect control primarily as it 
may affect the maximum yield of high-quality produce. Because of 
the extensive acreage of feed grains and forage crops and their rela¬ 
tively low per acre value, the so-called squirt gun^’ methods of insect 
control are too expensive. It is necessary, therefore, to resort to strat¬ 
egy. With the requisite entomological and agronomic information 
available, it is frequently possible to outwit an insect pest by appro- 

E riately adjusting cultural practices, such as time of planting, time of 
arvesting^ method and thoroughness of cultivation, rotation of crops, 
seed selection, and fertilization. 

Clean culture is one of the most effective methods of fighting many 
of the insect pests of feed grains and forage crops, especially if it in¬ 
cludes the general farm clean-up which has so many obvioiis advan¬ 
tages other than the control of insects. Being so easily practiced, it is 
surprising that clean culture has not been more generally adopted. 
The European com borer can be controlled by using or destroying all 
parts of the com plant by feeding, burning, or plowing them imder 
cleanly. Moreover, plowmg under cornstalks and d^bns serves as a 
partial control of some plant diseases and is in addition a valuable 
method of improving the soil. By burning, late in the fall, the tall 
grass in which they have decided to hibernate, chinch bugs may be 
MUed outright or exposed to fatal cold later in the winter. The clean¬ 
ing up of fence rows and irrigation ditches in fields where alfalfa and 
clover are being grown for seed materially reduces the subsequent 
infestation of the alfalfa or clover seed chalcid. 

There is no dii*ect method of control known to be effective against 
webwonns once they have serioudy infested the first planting of com. 
After this first planting has been pretty well destroyed, the farmer, 
left to Ids own resources, usually plows out the remaining corn and 
replants the field. Webwonns then merely transfer their attention to 
the next planting and the disaster is repeated. It has been discovered, 
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however, that if, in replanting, the old rows are straddled and all the' 
partly eaten corn plants are left undistui’bed, a second planting will 
nsually produce a good stand, as the webwomis continue to feed and 
develop on the first plantmg, which later maybe plowed out at the time 
of the first or second estivation. 

The results of investigations on the alfalfa weevil indicate that losses 
due to its depredations may be materially reduced by harvesting the 
first and second crops at such a time that the weevils, in the larval 
stage, are left emosed to the heat of the sun and the hot surface of the 
bare stubble fields. 

Crop Rotation Troublesome to Insects 

Generally speaking, crop rotation is one of the cultural practices 
most troublesome to insects. The com rootworm is completely con¬ 
trolled by the most simple form of crop rotation, because it is only 
destructive when com follows com in the rotation. It no longer need 
be a pest at all except in bottom lands that oveiflow each year, usually 
remaining wet until late spring. Crop rotation is not so easily arranged 
here and, because a thick layer of silt is deposited each year, plantmg 
com after com is a very profitable cropping system and, except when 
rootworms are present, fits well into the natural limitation of such 
areas. Crop rotation is also very discouraging to other insect pests 
because it forces them to move from field to field, thus exposing them¬ 
selves to unfavorable weather conditions and natural enemies. Such 
control methods, however, can not be considered foolproof. A change 
from a grass crop to com, with the corn planted immediately after the 
sod has been plowed, at once puts the cutworms, white gmbs, and 
webworms in the sod on short rations, with the result that several 
plantings of com may be eaten up as fast as the plants appear. In 
such a case, early fall plowing, adequate cultivation, and late planting 
of com produce a starvation period fatal to the little worms and grubs. 

Almost any practical measure taken to increase the production of 
sturdy and robust plants minimizes or reduces the losses caused by 
insect attack. Seed/ selection and fertilization are very important fac¬ 
tors of this kind. Moreover, using good, pure seed, of varieties locally 
adapted, usually results in unifonmty of stand, growth, and time of 
reaching matiuity—all important in the control of insects by cultural 
practices. For example, if ordinary clean culture is practiced and by 
seed selection aU the fields of seed soighums in a community are made 
to ripen at about the same time, the sorghum midge does not have an 
opportunity to breed in injurious numbers until after most of the crop 
h^ been harvested. 

The control of insect pests of feed grains and forage crops is, there¬ 
fore, largely a matter of preventing infestation, and not one of cure 
after the crop has been attacked and partly destroyed. Fortunately, 
many cultural practices that may be used or adjusted to control in¬ 
sects are in themselves good farm practices, regardless of insect con¬ 
trol. Community cooperation is particularly necessary in the control 
of practically all the insects of this group. Communities in which the 
farms are well-managed, with dean, well-cultivated fertile fields, clean 
fence rows, and crops intelligently rotated and grown from good, pure 
varieties of seed, usually have the least trouble with their insect 
problems. 

W. H. Laerimer, Bureau oj Erdomology, 



LIVESTOCK 



P RICES, Numbers, and Marked changes in the livestock situa- 
Kinds of Animals Vastly tion in the United States have taken 
Changed Since the War place since 1920. During these years 

the livestock indust^ has had to read¬ 
just itself not only to the abnormal conditions within the indust]^ 
caused by the World War but also to the very unusual developments in 
the general agricultui'al situation at home and abroad that have 
resulted from changes in economic and financial relationships and from 
changes in agricultural technic. 

During the 20 years preceding the war the trend in numbers of all 
species, except sheep, was upward (fig. 28), with a growing tendency 



Figubb 28,— Livestock on farms, January 1, 1890 to January 1, 1932. During the three de^es. 
1890 to 1020» the trends of numbers of all species of livestock evoept sheep were upward. That of 
sheep was downward, especially In the third decade, 1910 to 1920. During most of the years since 
1920, the trend in numbers has been upward foe sheep and downward for all cattle and for horses 
and mules. Hog numbers during this n^od fluctuated wid^y from year to year but showed no de¬ 
cided upward or downward trend. Muk cows which are included m the all cattle numbers have 
tended upward over the whole period, 1^ to 1933. Each species has a different cyclical movement 
around its trend 

for the heavy grain-consuming animab (hogs, milk cows, and work 
stock) to make up an increasing proportion of the total, livestock 
production, measured in terms Doth of grain-consuming and of pas¬ 
ture, hay, and forage consuming units, increased steadily during this 
period. (Fig. 29.) This trend in total livestock and in the shift to the 
heavy grain consumers reflected the changes taking place in the rda- 
tion of feed-grain production to hay, forage, and pasture production. 
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During this period the area in farms was increasing as unoccupied or 
grazing lands in the West were converted into farms, and virgin sod 
was plowed up; at the same time there was a tendency in the older 
farming regions of the Middle West to increase feed-crop acreage at 
the expense of pasture. These shifts made more total feed avauable 
for livestock—the basis of the increased livestock production—^with 
relatively more feed grain and feedstulBfs and less pasturage. 

livestock production was markedly stimulated during the war, as a 
result of both the rapidly advancing prices and the war-time propa¬ 
ganda to increase food production. Feed-grain production, because of 
the emphasis on increased food production, did not make a correspond¬ 
ing increase, although feed-gram prices increased more than did live¬ 
stock prices. By 1919^ the number of animal units had reached the 
highest point ever attained up to that time. This number was exces- 
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FiontE 29.--Aiumalimit equivalents of total Iweblock on farms, January 1,1890, to January 1,1932 
Since theie is so much dmerence in the size and feed requirements of different species of livest ock. 
the trend of totil livestock can only be shown by convertim* each species to an ammal-unii 
eQui\ ilent and sjett m i tno sum of these urn ts. The trend of animal umts based on the consump¬ 
tion of feed grains and feedstuus w is stesdiiy upw iid until about 1923, and since 1025 has shown 
little trend. The numbei of animal units based on the consumption of pasture, hay, and forage 
has sho\(n little tiend since 19U0 and the up and down movements have been of relatively long 
duration, reflecting the long cattle and horse and mule c:^cle8 


sive, not only from the standpoint of its relationship to feed supplies in 
years of below-average feed production, but also from the standpoint 
of potential per capita meat production when compared with such pro¬ 
duction in the pre-war years. But because of the heavy exports of 
meat during the war and immediately afterwards, the per capita 
domestic consumption had been below the pre-war avci'age and the 
food policies adopted durii^ the war tended to discourage the use of 
meat for food. 

Another effect of the war was to speed up both the movement toward 
the mechanization of agricidture and the substitution of motor power 
for animal power in nonagricultural uses. As a consequence, the need 
for horses for farm work was reduced and the number of horses and 
mules used elsewhere declined. In addition, a distinct stimiilus to¬ 
ward substituting mechanical for animal power on farms had come 
from the increased use of automobiles by farmers and farmers’ conse¬ 
quent familiarity with the mechanics of gasoline engines. 
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In 1920, the situation confronting livestock producers may be briefly 
described as follows: Numbers of all species, except sheep, were near 
the peak and the potential output of meat was excessive for domestic 
consumption; the war-time export outlet for chilled or frozen beef was 
cut off and the export outlet for cured pork products and lard promised 
to be curtailed; the demand for horses and mules for vrar purooses 
ceased and the uses for these, both in agricultural and nonagncuRural 
work, was declining; marked readjustments in numbers to post-war 
conditions were necessary. 

Influence of Feed-Grain Situation 

These readjustments, however, were materially affected by trends in 
feed-grain production and prices. A considerable part of the former 
feed-grain acreage that had gone into food crops during the war shifted 
back to feed grains after 1920. Three favorable years for corn produc¬ 
tion, 1920 to 1922, resulted in a heavy accmnulation of corn on farms 
and low prices for this grain, both absolute and relative to livestock 
prices. The fall in cattle prices during the 1920-21 depression tended 
to check the liquidation of cattle numbers started in 1919. The down¬ 
ward movement in total livestock, which extended from 1919 to 1922, 
was halted as hog nuinbers responded to the low price of com and the 
favorable hog-com price relation. A sharp upturn in hog production 
in 1922 carried the total of all livestock to a new record peak and then 
for three years came a precipitous drop, as numbers of hogs, cattle, and 
horses all declined. 

The new level in numbers reached in 1926 was not greatly different 
from that of 10 years earlier but was much above the 1910-1914 aver¬ 
age. Livestock units based on feed-grmn and feedstuff consumption 
have been used in making these comparisons. The picture of changes 
in animal units based on pasture, hay, and forage consumption is some¬ 
what different. (Fig. 29.) From the peak of animal units reached 
about 1918, when both cattle and work-stock numbers were near their 
highest points, the decrease was steady until 1928. Since that time the 
increase has been only gradual, as steadily declining work-stock num¬ 
bers have tended to offset the increasing numbers of cattle and sheep. 

The situation at the beginning of 1930 was materially different from 
that at the beginning of the jprerious decade. Livestock numbers, in 
terms of gi'ain-oonsuming umts, were near the lowest point in 15 years, 
and in terms of hay and pasture consmning units were near the lowest 
point in 30 years. No problem of readjustment from an excessive 
supply of all livestock was facing the industry, although such a read¬ 
justment in the case of sheep seemed imminent. With respect to meat 
animals alone, the situation was somewhat different in that they had 
become a relatively larger proportion of the total as a result of the 
continuous decline in work stock which made increasingly large 
amounts of feed available for meat animals. Likewise, poultry and 
egg production were at much higher levels than they had been 10 
years earlier. The hog situation was also markedly changed, in that 
the output of hogs, based on numbers at the beginning of each year, 
had increased greatly because of the marked shift in production to 
areas where output in relation to January 1 numbers is large. On the 
whole, however, potential meat production was well sidjusted to 
consuming demand at a relatively nigh level of prices. 

163050®—83-16 
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Ddayed Impact of the Depression 

The depression b^inning in 1929, and the resulting sharp drop in 
prices of all agricultural products, had. not tended greatly to disrupt 
the favorable production situation of Uvestock until the end of 1932. 
To a considerable extent this was due to the droughts of 1930 and 1931, 
and the resulting short crops of all kinds of livestock feeds which 
worked f^ainst increased livestock production^ and which, by keeping 
feed prices relatively high, reduced the financial stimulus to such in¬ 
crease. Because of the extremely low prices of cull meat animals, such 
as old ewes and thin cows, the marketings of such stock were greatly 
curtailed. Thk curtailment tended to continue the increase in sheep 
numbers when normally a reduction woiild have b^n expected, and to 
accderate the increase in cattle numbers, both dairy and beef. 

The unusually large production of feed and feed grains in 1932 ^d 
the very low prices for these put a different aspect on the livestock situ¬ 
ation at the beginning of 1933. The production of hvestock and live¬ 
stock products, in spite of low prices, still offers a better market for 
feed grains than does the cash market, and the only outlet for rough- 
age. The necessity of raising funds and the impossibility that the 
cash-grain market will absorb any considerable part of the increased 
grain production at a price that will bring returns at all commensurate 
with &e needs, are likely to stimulate a marked increase in livestock 
production during 1933 and 1934. This increase wifi, be largely in 
nogs and in grain-finished cattle. Moreover, the extremdy low mar¬ 
ket price for old cows probably will result in an increase m calf pro¬ 
duction. As in other similar periods with low prices for both cash 
crops and feed crops, the tendency will be for most adjustments to 
work toward increased livestock production. As business conditions 
return toward normal, much of the improvement in prices resulting 
from the advance in the general price level is likely to be lost by 
livestock producers, because increased supplies wiU tend to offset 
improved demand. 

Cattle 

Cattle production in the United States from 1880 to 1928 moved 
through three complete cycles of increasing and decreasii^ numbers 
with rather significant regularity. The years of the low points in total 
numbers which marked the beginning and end of each of these three 
periods were 1880, 1896, 1912, and 1928. The year of the last high 
point was 1918 when numbers of all cattle reached the record peak of 
about 71,000,000. From this peak, numbers declined steadily to 
66,700,000 at the b^innicg of 1928. This latter number was about 
1,700,000 higher than that of the previous low point reached in 1912. 

The trend in numbers of cows and heifers kept for TTnilk has for the 
last 40 years been steadily upward, with only alight indication of 
cydical variations, such as are shown by other species of meat animals 
and by all cattle. (Fig. 28.) The function of the dairy industiy being 
to furnish indispensable food products, it is to be expected that the 
number of milk cows m a country of steadily increasing population will 
increase somewhat as population increases. Since numbers of all cat¬ 
tle have shoiim much more pronounced cyclical variations than the 
numbers of milk cows, the ratio of milk cows to all cattle has been con¬ 
stantly changing, with the trend over the period deddedly upward as 
the number of milk cows increased. 
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IVom 1928 to 1932, numbers of ^ cattle increased about 5,700,000, 
or 10 per cent. In tne corresponding fom years, 1912 to 1916, of the 
previous cyde the increase amounted to 21 per cent. Most of the in¬ 
crease from 1928 to 1932 was in the_West North Central States (west¬ 
ern Com Bdt) and much of it was in cattle for dairy production. In 
these four years, the increase in all cattle numbers in tbia area was 
equivalent to about 90 per cent, and that of beef cattle to 60 per cent, 
of the respective reductions that occurred between 1920 and 1928. 
The East North Central States (eastern Com Belt) rank second in 
the rdative increase in numbers during the same four years. Expan¬ 
sion in the western range States during this period, however, was very 
small, largely because of the competition for the available range from 
the large numbers of sheep in those States. There also was but little 
mcrease in cattle numbers in the cotton States. The distribution of 
all cattle numbers by regions at the beginnmg of 1932 was: North At¬ 
lantic States, 7.5 per cent; East North Central States, 16 per cent; 
West North Central States, 32 per cent; South Atlantic States, 6.9 
per cent; South Central States, 21.9 per cent; and Western States, 16.7 
per cent. ^ 

The striking feature of the increase in cattle numbers since 1928 is 
that it has been confined lai-gely to coiire and calves—the numW of 
steers has shown little increase. ^ This increase in cows has resulted 
in increasing calf numbers but with no compensating increase in calf 
slaughter, and as a consequence the number of calves on January 1 
has mcreased each year from 1929 to 1932. Of these increased num¬ 
bers of calves on January 1, the steers have been lai^ely slaughtered 
within the following 18 months as yearlings or 2-year-oIds, and there 
has been no^ accunamation of aged steers, such as has occurred in other 
periods of increasing cattle numbers. Although there has been an 
increasing number of heifer calves of beef type slaughtered as year¬ 
lings, the greater part of the increased numbers of January 1 each year 
has gone mtimatdy to increase the numbers of nulk and beef cows. 

The type of expansion that has taken place in cattle numbers may 
be accounted for by the conditions that have existed in the cattle 
industry since 1927. The relatively high prices of all cattle from late 
1927 to the end of 1929 caused producers to hold back breeding stock 
as the first step toward increasiag production. The drastic price 
decline in 1930 which was espedaUy marked in all grades of slaughter 
cows, tended to reduce cow marketings below what they normally 
would have been, and the continuing low level of these prices through 
1931 and 1932 has further restricted marketings of such cattle. 
The relatively favorable financial position of cattle producers follow¬ 
ing the period of high prices in 1928 and 1929 has made it possible 
for them to pursue this holding policy in the hope &at the general 
price situation would improve. In addition, with agricultural mcome 
from all sources at a low level, many farmers have felt that by retain¬ 
ing their cows and raising calves, and by milking more of these cows, 
they would realize more than bv sac^cing them at such low prices. 

During most of the years of declining cattle numbers from 1918 to 
1928, total slaughter of cattle and calves was relatively Itu^e, reaching 
a record peak in 1926. (Mg. 30.) It has since been declinmg steadily 
and in 1932 was the smallest since 1921. As a result of this decline 
in total slaughter, the per capita supply of beef for consumption in 
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1932 was the smallest for any year for which records are available. 
Slaughter of cows and heifers reached a peak in the 12 months ended 
June 30, 1926, and has since declined sharply, falling in 1932 to the 
lowest levels in many years. Steer slaughter, wMch also reached a 
peak in 1926, dropped off sharply until the begi nnin g of 1929 and 
then turned upward. Slaughter of steers in 1931 was almost as large 
as that of 1927 but there was a slight decrease in 1932. As a result 
of the marked reduction in slaughter of cows and heifers since early 
1926, the number of cows on farms on January 1, 1933, was the largest 
total ever reached in this countiy and the 1933 calf crop may be the 
latest. 

Irom 1921 to 1926 cattle prices were low as compared with prices 
of other agricultural products, but with the reduction in slaughter in 
1927 they moved sharply upward. (Fig. 31.) During 1928 and 1929, 
prices were at high levels, reflecting the further decreases in slaughter 
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Fiqitbe 30.—Livestock slaughtered under Federal inspection, estimated equivalent and as reported. 


last 40 years. The yearly fluctuations in hog slaughter are much greater 
sheep. There also is rather close similarity between the cycles of ho 
slaughter, but neither cattle nor sheep and lamb slaughter reflect 
of those species 


the cycles in nunibei^ 


and an unusually strong consumer demand for beef. Demand weak¬ 
ened after 1929 as a result of the sharp drop in consumer income, and 
although cattle slaughter continued to decrease, the trend of cattle 
prices has been downward since that year and near the end of 1932 
the general average was at the lowest level since 1908. 

In the past, the periods of increasii^ numbers in the cattle pro¬ 
duction cycles have been from ^ to eight years in length. Neither 
the duration of the current period of increasing production nor the 
extent to which numbers will be increased can be definitely forecast 
because of the abnormal nature of the increase to date and the uncer¬ 
tainty of future economic conditions and their effects on the cattle 
industry.^ The increase m breeding stock since 1928 has placed the 
industry in a position to increase its yearly output of beef very mate¬ 
rially and a considerable increase in cattle slaughter during me next 
few years is to be expected. 
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Hogs 

Hog production in the United States has moved through two 
complete cycles since 1920. (Fig. 30.) Production (as indicated by 
the yearly pig crops) inci'eased during 1921 and 1922 to the highest 
level on record, and then declined sharply from 1923 to 1925. The 
second cycle got under way in 1926, reached its peak in 1927, and 
ended in 1930. The increase in both the spring and fall pig crops of 
1931 indicated that another cycle was beginning, but the expansion 
in production was checked during the ^ring of 1932 as a result of 
the short com crop in the western Com Belt during 1931 and by very 
unfavorable weather at fan*owing time in the most important produc¬ 
ing areas. The 1932 spring pig crop was 7 per cent smaller than 
the spring crop of 1921. 

The number of hogs on farms in the United States on January 1, 
1932, amounting to 59,078,000 (fig. 28), was about the same as the 



Figure 81.—Average prices paid for livestock by wholesale slaurfiterers. 1890-1932. Livestock pric^ 
rose gi^ually from the early nineties to the beginning of the World War and then advanced 
sharply during the war. Record levels were reached in 1918 for sheep and lambs, and in 1919 for 
cattle and hogs. Prices broke sharply from these levels to late 1921, but recovered much of this 
decline between that year and 1929, From 1929 to the end of 1933, the drastic reduction in consum¬ 
er incomes, associated with the world-wid© business depression, caused prices of all meat anirn^ 
to decline to the lowest levels in many years. The movement of livestock prices throughout the 
40-year period was very similar to the general movement of all commodity prices 


munber on farms January 1,1920, but there was a marked shift in the 
geographical distribution of hog production during this period. Pro¬ 
duction expanded rapidly in the western Com Belt States, which con¬ 
stitute the most important commercial hog-producing area, but num¬ 
bers declined sbarmy in the South Central and the Eastern States, 
where o^y a small proportion of the supply goes into commercial 
slaughter. From Januaiy l, 1920, to January 1, 1932, hog numbers 
increased 39 per cent in the western Com Belt, whereas they decreased 
39 per cent in the Atlantic States, 30 per cent in the South Central 
States and 15 per cent in the eastern Com Belt States. Numbers in 
the far Western States on January 1,1932, were 4 per cent laiger than 
on January 1,1920. In 1932, the western Corn Belt States had more 
tban half the total number of hogs in the entire country whereas in 
1920 they had only 37 per cent of the total. As a result of this greater 
concentration in the most important commercial-prodncing area, the 
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commercial slaughter supply in 1932 was 19 per cent larger than in 
1920, although numbers on farms were about the same at the begin¬ 
ning of both years. The 12 Com Belt States now raise about 80 per 
cent of all the hogs produced in this country and furnish about 90 per 
cent of the hogs that go into commercial slaughter. 

The concentration of hog production in the western Com Belt where 
the average number of hogs raised per farm is much laiger than in 
other sections of the country, has placed the industry on a more eflBi- 
cient basis. An abundance of com and other feed is produced in that 
area at relatively low cost and the climate is favorable for hog produc¬ 
tion. The trend toward commercialization has been accompanied by 
many_ improvements in production methods, including greater use of 
protein supplements in hog rations, more intensive feeding, and better 
control of nog diseases. As a result of these developments, the average 
live weight of hogs slaughtered has trended upward during the post¬ 
war period although the average age at which hogs are marketed has 
not changed materially. The average number of pigs saved per litter 
also has increased considerably during recent years. 

United States exports of hog products have been trending downward 
since 1919, and during the marketing year 1931-32 the total was the 
smallest yearly total in 50 years. The sharp reduction in exports has 
been due largely to the marked ujjward trend in European h(^ produc¬ 
tion. The expansion of the hog industry in Germany and Denmark, 
the most important producing countries m Europe, has placed the hog 
population in those countries above the peak levels reached just prior 
to the World War. Production in most other foreign hog-producing 
countries also has increased during recent years. Depreciated curren¬ 
cies abroad, together with increased tariff duties in several importing 
coimtries, were additional unfavorable factors affecting United States 
exports of hog products during 1932. 

As a resiilt of the expansion m production during 1931, slaughter sup¬ 
plies of hogs during the marketing year ended September 30, 1932, 
amounting to 46,655,000 head, were 7 per cent laiger than those of the 
preceding marketing year and 2 per cent la^er than the 5-year average 
There also was an mcrease in the proportion of the total hog suwly 
going into farm and other nonfederady inspected slaughter. Hog 
prices during the 1931-32 marketing year were the lowest m more than 
35 years, ^ig. 31.) The averse price paid by packers for hogs 
slaughtered imder Federal inspection was $4.05 per 100 pounds as com¬ 
pared with $7.21 in 1930-31 and $9.58in 1929-30. Although slaughter 
supplies of hogs were somewhat laiger during the 1931-32 marketing 
year, most of the decline in prices from early 1930 to the end of 1932 
was due to the sharp reduction in consumer income. 

Despite the low level of hog prices during 1932, com prices were even 
lower. The relationship of hog prices to com prices during most of the 
year, tiierefore, was such as to encourage hog production. According 
to estimates of this department, the 1932 faU pig crop was 4 per cent 
larger than the fall crop of a year earlier, and the number of sows to 
farrow in the spring of 1933 is about 2 cent larger than the number 
that farrowed in the spring of 1932. Hog-production cycles in most 
foreign countries turned definitely downward during 1932 and hog 
slaughter in those coimtries during 1933 and 1934 is e:!mected to be 
smaller than that of 1932. The reduction in foreign production, how¬ 
ever, will not result in an increase in United States exports of hog prod- 
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ucts to the extent that similar reductions have in the past if the higher 
tariff duties and other trade barriers adopted recently in several 
importing countries remain in force. 

Sheep, Lambs, and Wool 

The sheep industry, in addition to being adversely affected by the 
worldywide business depression and the general decline in all commod¬ 
ity prices, is confronted with difficulties arising from greatly expanded 
sheep and wool production. All the important sheep and wool produc¬ 
ing countries of the world have participated in this expansion. In the 
United States, sheep numbers increased from 36,695,000 at the begin¬ 
ning of 1923, the post-war low, to the record figure of 53,321,000 on 
January 1,1932. (Fig. 28.) Slightly more than 72 per cent of the in¬ 
crease m this period took place m the 13 Western States, including 
Texas and South Dakota, and about 25 per cent occurred m the Com 
Belt States, excluding South Dakota. 

The 1931 lamb crop, totaling more than 32,000,000 head, also estab¬ 
lished a new record. The 1932 lamb crop, however, was 8 per cent 
smaller than that of 1931 and about 1 per cent smaller than that of 
1930. All of the decrease occurred in the Western States, and was due 
to the severe winter and the shortage of feed which caused exception¬ 
ally heavy losses of ewes in these States in early 1932 and resulted in a 
small percentage of lambs saved. 

The large expansion in sheep production has been reflected in greatly 
increased slaughter supplies, 30.) Total federally inspected slaugh¬ 

ter of sheep and lambs (consisting mostly of lambs) during the lamb 
crop marketing year ended April 30, 1932, amounting to 18,714,000 
head, was the largest on record and exceeded that of the marketing 
year 1922-23, the post-war low, by 64 per cent. All of this increase in 
slaughter was absorbed in the domestic market. United States ex¬ 
ports of mutton and lamb are negligible. Lamb consumption in this 
country is not only distinctly urban but is concentrated in rather 
limited areas. For this reason the demand for lamb tends to reflect 
changes in consumer purchasing power resulting from changes in indus¬ 
trial activity. From 1922 to 1929, inclusive, the demand for lamb 
increased, as was indicated by an increasing supply being taken at a 
higher price. In 1922, sheepmen furnished the American consumer 5 
pounds of lamb and mutton per capita. In 1929, the amount was 
mcreased to 5.8 pounds and it was taken by consumers at a higher unit 
price than that of 1922. The per capita supply was increased to 7.1 
pounds in 1931. This was 42 per cent more than in 1922 and 22 per 
cent more than in 1929. Consumer demand, however, was greatly cur¬ 
tailed as a result of lowered purchasmg power and the increased quan- 
ti^ was moved into consumption only oy reducing prices matenaUy. 

Lamb prices were on a relatively high level from the beginning of 
1922 to early 1930. (Fig. 31.) A downward trend began in the spring 
of 1929 and prices declined sharply throughout 1930. ^me recovery 
occurred in early 1931 but a further decline carried prices in 1932 to 
the lowest levels on record. The average price of sheep and lambs 
slaughtered in the marketing year ended April 30,1932, was $6.38 per 
100 pounds. This is $7.57, or 54 per cent, less than the average price 
for the year ended April 30, 1929. 

With the expansion in sheep numbers. United States wool production 
also increased and the record 1931 clip closely approached the average 
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domestic consumption of combing and clothing wools. Wool produc¬ 
tion in other important producing countries also expanded anJ the to¬ 
tal world clips in both 1931 and 1932 were at record levels. Because of 
unfavorable weather and feed conditions and heavy death losses among 
flocks in the ijrevious winter, the production or shorn wool in the 
United States in 1932 was about 7 per cent smaller than that of the 
previous year. 

Demand for wool in 1931 and 1932 v as greatly reduced as a result 
of the depression, and both consumption and impoiiis fell off sharply. 
This reduced demand together witn the increased production caused 
wool prices to decline to very low levels. Demand strengthened, how¬ 
ever, m the summer of 1932 and active buying resulted in an encour¬ 
aging price recovery, although prices at the end of the year were still 
very low. 

Although sheep production tends to move in cycles, these cycles are 
somewhat irregular, both in length and in relative spread between low 
point and high point. Maj or depressions in sheep and wool prices have 
generally been followed by important shifts in the^ geographical dis¬ 
tribution of sheep numbers and by marked change in the character of 
the industry. In periods of low prices, the necessity of reducing oper- 
atmg costs and meeting the competition from other agricultural enter¬ 
prises has caused sheepmen to shift their production to cheaper lands, 
and this has accounted for most of the geographical shifts in the indus¬ 
try that have taken place within the last 100 years. During such 
periods wool prices usually decline to relatively lower levels than lamb 
prices and this was the factor which initiated the earUer shifts from an 
enterprise in which wool was the major somce of income to one in 
which mutton and, later, lamb production, was of greater importance. 

Following previous periods of overexpansion in the industry a reduc¬ 
tion in sheep numbers was brought about largely by heavy marketing 
of lambs and by failure to keep back sufficient young stock to replace 
the heavy losses of aged sheep resiflting from lack of care, exposure, 
and old age. 

The trend of sheep numbers and of wool production in this coxmtry 
during the next few years will be dominated laigely by developments 
in the Western States. In these States she^ production is a major 
and in many cases an exclusive enterprise. The financial situation of 
the western sheep industiy has become serious. During the next few 
years it will be necessary for western sheepmen to realize as large cash 
returns as possible from each year’s operation in order to meet obliga¬ 
tions. This will mean a close marketing of the lamb crops, and 
consequently a reduction in the total number of breeding ewes. 

Horses and Mules 

The cycle of production of horses and mules is much longer than that 
of any other species of livestock, (Fig. 28.) This is because numbers 
of work animals are not decreased over short periods of time by in¬ 
creased slaughter, as is the case with meat animals, but they tend to 
live out their natural lives, wMch average about 15 years for horses and 
about 20 years for mules. Since work animals, pnor to 1910, were al¬ 
most the exclusive source of power on farms and to a large extent of 
motive power in towns and cities and in construction worx, the num¬ 
ber of these animals on farms in the United States increased almost 
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without interraption from the Civil War until 1920, tending to follow 
the increase in human population and the expansion of farm acreage. 

Between 1910 and 1920, however,^ the substitution of gasoline motor 
cars and trucks for work animals in nonamcultural uses progressed 
rapidly, with the result that horses and mines not on farms decreased 
from 3,450,000 in 1910 to 2,080,000 in 1920. Work flnimfllg on farms, 
however, continued to increase during tMs period, but at a much 
slower rate than in the previous decade. The increase in the total of 
horses and mules between 1900 and 1910 was about 3,500,000, whereas 
between 1910 and 1920 it was only 1,600,000. By 1915, the decreasing 
demand for work stock in nonagricultural work began to be reflected 
in lower prices, but the war-time demand then came into the situation 
and tended to hold up prices for several years, and thus delayed the 
decrease in colt raising that sharply lower prices would have caused. 
Between 1910 and 1920, the use of automobiles on farms increased 
rapidly and the widespread familiarity with the mechanics of gasoline 
motors thus gained was a material factor in stimulating the use of 
trucks and tractors. By 1920, these machines were coming into 
greater use but the period of their rapid expansion came after that 
yeai\ 

By 1920 the unfavorable situation for work stock became fairly evi¬ 
dent. The demand for horses and mules for nonagricultural uses al¬ 
most disappeared and there was no market for surplus work animals. 
Horse and mule prices dropped sharply in 1921, along with prices of 
other commodities, but continued to decline in following years after 
other prices improved. The raising of colts declined quickly. The 
number of horse and mule colts raised in 1919 was 1,599,000; m 1924, 
758,000; in 1929, 576,000; and in 1932, 522,000. With the dropping 
off in the movement of older animals from farming to nonfarming uses, 
the decline in work stock of working age was relatively slower, the 
reduction coming largely from the growing excess of the number of 
deaths over that of young animals reaching maturity. Because of the 
very low prices for certain kinds of horses there developed a horse- 
slaughtering activity which in recent years has used about 125,000 
horses yearly. Horses and mules 2 years old and over on farms in 1920 
numbered 22,408,000, in 1925 they numbered 21,027,000, and in 1933 
there were 16,100,000. 

Between 1920 and 1930, the use of trucks and tractors on farms in¬ 
creased rapidly. The census reports show the following numbers: 
Trucks in 1920, 139,169; in 1930, 900,385; tractom in 1920, 246,083; 
in 1925, 505,933; in 1930, 920,021. This increase in use of trucks and 
tractors tended to cause the decrease in woit-stock numbers. 

By the beginning of 1933 the work-stock picture was much changed 
from that of 1920. Not only had numbers been reduced drastically 
but the average age had increased and colt raising was still below a 
replacement basis. Because of the high average age of all work stock 
and because of a depletion in the number of suitable brewing stock, 
the total number of horses and mules will continue to decline for some 
years even tihough increased breeding takes place as a result of an 
mproved price relationship. The effect of the depression has been to 
increase the use of work stock on farms and to decrease the i^e of 
mechanical power as farmers were forced to reduce cash expenditures 
of all kinds. As a result, the price of work animals has declined less 
than that of any other important farm product. Work-stock prices 
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relative to prices of other species of livestock are much above the 
average of the previous 10 years. If such a relationship continues 
for any great length of time it can be expected to stimulate colt raising 
and thus shorten the time dming which total horse and mule numbers 
will continue to decline. 

C. L. Harlan, C. A. Burmeister, and G. B. Thorne, 

Bureau of Agricultural Economics, 


ANIMAL Disease Control Attention to the health and vigor of 
by Scientific Methods livestock gives stability and safety to 
A A Shows Notable Progress their production. In contrast with fu¬ 
tile treatments and erroneous beliefs, 
scientific research and sound procedure have furnished means of 
mastering most livestock diseases. Whether market prices are favor¬ 
able or otherwise, whether feed is abundant or scarce, and whether 
production is increased or curtailed, livestock health is always an asset 
to be zealously sought and maintained. It also has a bearing on human 
health, since numerous livestock maladies are transmissible to man. 

WeU-organized research is chiefly responsible for the progress made 
thus far in improving animal health. Campaigns against tuberculosis, 
tick fever, hog cholera, scabies, and other diseases have been notice¬ 
ably fruitful. However, losses from common diseases and parasites 
still exceed $250,000,000 annually, or about $40 for the average farm. 

Many Livestock Diseases Excluded by Quarantine 

Fortunately the United States is entirely free from certain infections 
that are present among livestock in other countries. Hence, the pro¬ 
cedure against such diseases is merely to maintain effective quarantmes 
and to be prepared to eradicate quicHy any infection that may pass the 
quarantine barriers. Among the most serious foreign dangei-s are foot- 
and-mouth disease, rinderpest, surra, contagious pleuropneumonia, 
epizootic lymphangitis, and European fowl pest. These scouiges cause 
heavy losses in various parts of the world. 

The United States Department of Agriculture and the sea-coast and 
border States bear the chief responsibility for protecting livestock in 
this country from those foreign dangers. Veterinary officials enforce 
regulations relating not only to imported livestock, but also to animal 
by-products, feedmg materials, hides, skins, and numerous other 
commodities from foreign countries. 

Procedures Against Infectious Diseases 

Before systems of protection were provided, many communicable 
diseases had already gained access to the United States and had become 
prevalent. This condition occurred before the establishment of the 
Department of Agriculture. The present discussion deals with those 
diseases which offer particular opportunity for better control, with 
resulting savings. 

Anthrax, or charbon, is an acute, infectious disease affecting cattle, 
horses, and mules principally. No domestic animals are exempt, and 
man is occasion^y infected. The germs of anthrax are resistmt to 
heat, cold, and disinfectants, and once they became established in the 
soil may become a serious menace to hvestock. Hay or other crops 
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grown on infected areas may cause anthrax if eaten by susceptible 
animals. 

The most effective method of dealing with anthrax is prevention, 
consisting of (1) quarantining infected premises, (2) vaccinating all 
exposed animals, and (3) burumg to a cnsp or deeply burying the car¬ 
casses of animals that have died of this disease and tlien disinfecting 
affected parts of the premises. The advisability of vaccination against 
anthrax depends on whether the disease has actually occurred on the 
premises in previous years, the closeness of the infection, weather 
conditions, and other local factors. In dealing with this plague, live¬ 
stock owners should cooperate to the fullest extent with their local 
veterinarians and hvestock sanitary officials. 

Blackleg is a rapidly fatal, infectious disease that attacks principally 
cattle between 6 and 18 months old. Principal symptoms are high 
fever and the formation under the skin of gaseous swellings or tumors 
which give a crackling sound when pressed. They occur especially on 
the ]^d quarter or shoulder and commonly cause lameness or stiffness. 
Rapid breathing and great depression are other common symptoms. 
The disease nearly always terminates fatally within 36 hours. Medical 
treatment is ineffective, but animals may be protected against tie dis¬ 
ease by blackleg vaccines, of which several forms are on the market. 
Carcasses of animals wluch have died of the disease should be burned 
to a crisp or deeply buried. 

Hemorrhagic septicemia, sometimes called shipping fever, affects 
principally cattle that undergo shipment or emosure in severe weather. 
Greatest losses occur in the fall and winter. The infection is commonly 
harbored in the systems of animals,^ hence there is slight hope of pro¬ 
tecting^ them from i^ection. Main reliance should be placed on 
maintaining normal vigor so that they may resist the infection. 

When cattle arrive at destination in cold weather, especially if it is 
stormy or wet, diy shelter and careful feeding and watering aid in 
restormg normal vigor. The use of bacterins and aggressin on animflla 
while in transit does not reduce losses and may even increase them. 
The best results are to be expected when these products are used at 
least 10 days before animals are shipped, ^tihemorrhagic-septicemia 
serum, on the other hand, possesses curative value in the early stages 
of the disease and is advised when cattle are to be treated on or shortly 
after arrival at destination, especially if any animals in the shipment 
show symptoms of the disease. Any biological product used should be 
admimstered by a competent vetermarian. 

Hog cholera, the most serious disease of hogs, appeared in the United 
States about 100 years ago and has spread to every State. In recent 
years known outbre^ have numbered about 3,000 annually. There 
is no cure for this disease notwithstanding hundreds of alleged reme¬ 
dies. The disease is readily prevented, however, by immunizing sus¬ 
ceptible hogs with anti-hog-cholera serum either alone or in combina¬ 
tion with hog-cholera virus. When applied to small pigs the treatment 
is especially economical since the dosage of serum is much less for a 
small animal than for a large one. Wliere hog cholera is prevalent, 
swine should be kept immunized; also, it is advisable to protect valua¬ 
ble breeding stock and garbage-fed hogs by systematic immunization. 

Infectious abortion, &o cfuled contagious abortion and Bang's dis¬ 
ease, is the most dreaded and costly livestock malady in the United 
States. It causes estimated losses of approximately $50,000,000 annu- 
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ally. Many animals seemingly healthy may carry the infective germs 
in their udders or discharge them in large numbers at abortion or appar¬ 
ently normal partmition. Am infected cow that has ceased to abort or 
that has never aborted may still be a dangerous carrier of the infection. 
Medicinal treatment, including the use of proprietary remedies, is 
ineffective against this disease. 

The foUowmg measures are helpful in combating infectious abortion: 
(1) Keep susceptible animals, especially when pregnant, from coming 
in contact with the infection; (2) use maternity staffs so that any infec¬ 
tion can be readily conned and destroyed; (3) after calves are 6 months 
of age (before that they rai*ely contract the disease) keep them away 
from infected animals and premises; (4) develop herds from their own 
progeny, but if breeding stock must be purchased obtain it from abor¬ 
tion-free herds; (5) in purchasing stock from questionable sources 
select only young, unbred animals, isolate them from the herd, and 
subject them to two agglutination tests two months apart. In view of 
many erroneous behefe about infectious abortion, consult a weU- 
qualmed veterinarian or recent official literature on the pbject. 

There is some relationship between infectious abortion in cattle and 
swine, Malta fever in goats, and undulant fever in man. Therefore, it 
is advisable to pasteurize or boil raw milk from herds in which infec¬ 
tious abortion exists before the milk is used by persons or livestock. 

Rabies or hydrophobia, is a communicable disease affecting all warm¬ 
blooded animals, including man. The dog is especially susceptible and 
is the chief spreader of the disease. Rabies may be transmitted only 
by animals that are actually diseased at the time they inflict their bites. 
Effective control measures are the destruction of vagrant dogs, quaran¬ 
tining, licensing, and immunization. Experience m other countries, 
notably Norway, where the disease has been entirely stamped out, 
shows that the problem is practically solved when the rabid dog is 
eliminated. 

Tuberculosis, though formerly causing heavy losses to the livestock 
industry, is being conquered by a systematic nation-wide campaign of 
eradication aheady familiar to most stock owners. In spite of its in¬ 
sidious character, this disease is readily detected by the tu berciilin test. 
Tuberculosis of cattle, swine, and poultry—^which are the only domestic 
a.nimals commonly affected—can be eradicated from large as well as 
small areas when the work is properly organized. 

The prevalence of this malady in cattle is now only about one-third 
as great as it was 16 years ago when systematic eradication was under¬ 
taken. ^ County-wide tuberculin testing has been especially effective 
in eradicating this disease and has resulted in extensive economic bene¬ 
fits in addition to being a valuable public-health measure. 

Dourine, primarily affecting the reproductive organs of horses, now 
exists only m very limited areas of Nevada and Ar^ona. Formerly it 
was present among animals on Indian reservations in the West and 
Southwest and occasionally on ranches and farms in the same region. 
Research has developed a system of blood testing by which it has been 
possible^ to detect infectea animals. The removal and daughter of 
such animals, together with a system of veterinary supervision, have 
practically eradicated dourine from the United States. 

Glanders, a disease of horses and mules, was once common in many 
sections of the United States. It is readily detected by several tests 
developed through scientific research, and has now become rare. 
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Pullorum disease, also known as bacillary white diarrhea, sometimes 
abbreviated to B. W. D., is probably the most serious disease of poul¬ 
try. The infection is widespread and may be carried by the eggs of 
infected hens. Chicks are highly susceptible to the infection during 
the first 48 hours of life but become much more resistant after the fifth 
day. Though treatment of pullorum disease is futile, it can be con¬ 
trolled in a flock by detecting the carrier hens and eliminating them 
from breeding pens. The disease may be detected by means of the 
agglutination test of the hen’s blood. Formerly this test was made in 
laboi atones from a blood sample amounting to about a teaspoonful. 
The development of a simplified test by the Department of Agriculture 
now makes it possible to test fowls rapidly on the premises, thereby 
saving time and considerable expense, 'fhe simplified test requires 
only a small drop of blood. 

Combating Noninfecdotis Diseases 

In addition to the infectious communicable diseases, which usually 
spread rapidly unless opposed by vigorous preventive measures, them 
are nonrnfectious maladies that cause serious loss, hlany are nutri¬ 
tional disturbances; others are of miscellaneous character. One of the 
most common is the condition known as bloating, caused by turning 
hungry stock onto succulent clover or alfalfa pasture. When pasture 
is moist from dew, rain, or frost, the danger is ^atest. Cattle and 
sheep bloat most readily. Prevention consists in givii^ animals a 
good feed of hay before allowing them accep to the pasture or in re¬ 
stricting the length of grazing time. In serious cases of bloating the 
use, by a qualified veterinarian, of a trocar for puncturing the paunch 
to remove the gas may be advisable to prevent death by siraocation. 

Milk fever, a form of paralysis, commonly attacks^ the best dairy 
cows in the herd. An effective treatment consists in injecting sterile 
air or oxygen into the udder. This procedure distends it and corrects 
the paralysis. Aseptic precautions should be strictly observed in 
treating tne disease. Kecent invest^ations into the nature of nulk 
fever indicate that intravenous injections of appropriate calcium salts 
in solution bring about prompt recovery. This treatment has already 
been used successfully by many veterinarians. 

Poisonous plants oi numerous kinds occur in pastures and on the 
open range. Losses of livestock from these plants are usually greatest 
when more palatable forage plants are scarce or absent. Amny so- 
cidlcd poisonous plants are injurious only when eaten in considerable 
quantities or during certain stages of growth. Before practic^ means 
K)r preventing such losses can be put into effect a proper identification 
of the plant causing them is essential. The Departraent of Amculture 
has conducted extensive investigations on stock-poisoning plants ^d 
the results are available to the public. Among the plants against 
which special precautions should be taken are: Loco weeds, larkspurs, 
milkweeds, lupines, death camas, and cocklebur. 

Goiter is a nutritional disease characterized in lambs by a woolless 
and in pigs by a hairless condition. Swelling of the thyroid gland in 
the throat is a common symptom. In many districts goiter is caused 
by a lack of iodine in the soil. Effective treatment consists in supply- 
ing a small quantity of potassium iodide to pregnant anim als for 
several months before the young are bom. 
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In some parts of the country belief in various imaginary diseases still 
persists. So-called loss of cud, wolf-in-tail, and hollow horn ai e typical 
of this class of so-called diseases against which various crude and often 
cruel procedures are taken. The department is ready^ to furmsh ac¬ 
curate information on actual diseases affecting domestic animals and 
commends all efforts to dispel superstitious beliefs concerning unreal 
ills of domestic hvestock 

Prevention and Control of Parasitic Diseases 

Parasitism in livestock and poultry is widespiead throughout the 
United States. Parasites not only kill large numbers of animals, es¬ 
pecially young ones, but are also r espo nsible for lack of condition, poor 
growth, and other disturbances. T^en animals of good breeding, on 
an adequate diet, do not thrive, parasites usually are back of the 
trouble. The different kinds of parasites which are known to infest 
livestock run into the hundreds. This discussion deals only with the 
most injurious ones and those for which control measures are known. 

Horses, mules, and related equines, perhaps more than any other 
class of domestic animals, offer a haven to numerous kinds and as¬ 
tonishing numbers of parasites. Among the most injurious of these are 
bots, stomach worms, ascarids, and strongyles. Many of these para¬ 
sites wander extensively throughout the horse’s body at some stage of 
their life cycle, but they finally return to the alimentary canal and de¬ 
velop there to maturity. Here they discharge their eggs with the 
horse’s droppings. The eggs thus discharged lorm the starting point 
for new infestations. 

Bots are the maggots of flies. ^ The adult fly glues its eggs to the base 
of the horse’s hair. After the tiny maggot hatches it is taken into the 
mouth, by the horse’s licking itseu, or &ids its way into the mouth in 
some other manner. In time the Dots attach themselves to the stom¬ 
ach and gut wall by means of sharp hooks which injure these delicate 
surfaces. 

Stomach worms, ascarids, and strongyles ai’e known also as round- 
worms or threadworms. They multimy by means of eggs which are 
present in manure of infested horses. Roundworms are responsible for 
colic and other digestive upsets which render horses unfit for work. 

The control of Dots is best accomplished by medicinal treatment. 
The control of roimdworms involves a combination of pasture sanita¬ 
tion and medicinal treatment. Carbon bisulphide for removing bots, 
stomach worms, and ascarids, and oil of chenopodium, carbon tetra¬ 
chloride, and normal butylidene chloride for removing strongyles, are 
the most effective drags for parasite control in horses However, un¬ 
less precautions against reiniestation are taken, much of the good ac¬ 
complished by treatment may be imdone in a few months. Among the 
precaution are pasture rotation, cleanliness of stables and yards, and 
manure disposal. The accumulation of manure in piles is dangerous, 
as the eggs and larvae in manure are scattered by wind and washed 
onto pastures by rain. 

Sta^wide campaigns for the control of these parasites are very 
effective. Farmers in Iowa, Illinois, and other States in which these 
campaigns have been conducted, have reported that horses which had 
be^ placed in the discard have been restored to working efliciency. 
(Pigs. 32 and 33.) Much of the colic and other troublesome ailments of 
horses disappeai^d, for the most part, after treatment for worm 
removal and sanitary precautions to limit reinfestation. 
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Parasites of Ruminants 


Serious internal parasites of ruminants are roundworms, tapeworms, 
flukes, and Protozoa. Roundworm eggs pass out with the manure of 
infested animals and develop into infective laiwao on pastures in from 
a few hours to a few weeks, depending upon the degree of warmth ^d 
moisture. As animals in most cases become infected by swallowing 
these larvae w'hile grazing on contaminated pastures, obviously; the best 
method of avoiding infection is to keep animals a'way from this source 
of contamination. 

Young animals should be kept away from infected pastures at least 
for the first six months of their lives. They should be raised in the 
bam, in dry lot, or on pasture on which no cattle, sheep, or goats have 
grazed for at least a year. High, dry, and well-drained pastures should 
be used whenever possible. 

Medicinal treatment for the removal of worms is advisable. Since 
most animals are subject to continuous reinfestation on pasture, treat¬ 
ments should be administered regularly and persistently. A 1 per cent 
solution of copper sulphate or tetrachlorethylene is effective in remov¬ 
ing roundworms. The treatment should be given once eveiy two to 
three weeks during the summer, and once every month in winter. It 
is advisable to have a competent veterinarian administer it, as all 
drugs which will kill worms are more or less dangerous. 

Three species of tapeworms are known to occur in the small intes¬ 
tine of American ruminants, but as the life history of these worms is 
unknown at present no recommendations for prevention can be given. 

Two species of flukes occur in the livers of runiinants in the United 
States. Liver flukes require snails as intermediate hosts in their life 
OTcle; therefore, destroymg the snails is an important control measure, 
l^he sheep liver fluke is especially common on the Pacific coastj in the 
South, and in the Southwest. Copper sulphate (bluestone) is very 
effective for killing snails, and thus eradicating flukes. Drainage 
should be provided in order to destroy the snails, since they can not 
live in the absence of water. 

Carbon tetrachloride is effective in destroying liver flukes in sheep 
and should be administered by a veterinarian. It is well tolerated by 
sheep but not by cattle, particularly milking animals. Expeiimontd 
evidence indicates that carbon trichloride or hexachlorethane is effec¬ 
tive in destroying liver flukes in cattle, and is apparently much safer 
than carbon tetrachloride. 

A large number of Protozoa have been reported as parasites of rumi¬ 
nants, but only a few of these are known to be injurious. One of the 
most harmful produces coccidiosis in the large intestine of cattle. Af¬ 
fected animals are dull, eat little or nothing, and rapidly become ema¬ 
ciated. There is no satisfactory medicinal treatment for coccidiosis. 
Affected animals should be segregated in separate pens, which should 
be provided with fresh bedding daily. All soiled bedding should be 
burned. 

Two diseases of cattle in the United States are caused by protozoan 
parasites in the blood. The best known of these is cattle-tick fever, 
caused in the South by a parasite transmitted by cattle ticks. Sys¬ 
tematic and properly supervised dipping of all cattle, horses, and mules 
in ^ arsenical solution is m effective eradication method. Both ex¬ 
perimental work and practical e:^erience show that the ticks can be 
eradicated entirely from the Umted States. Eradication already is 
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about 88 per cent completed. Until it is completed, the continuous 
(quarantine of ticky areas is necessary for the protection of the cattle 
indus^ in other parts of the country. 

A disease which closely resembles cattle-tick fever is anaplasmosis. 
This disease is thought to be caused by small, round bodies occurring 
in the red blood cells, usually on their margins. This disease can be 
transmitted in at least three ways: (1) By ticks—the cattle-fever tick, 
the brown dog tick, the common dog tick, the Eocky Mountain 
spotted fever tick, and the shoulder tick; (2) by horseflies and deer 
flies; and (3) by iiifected surgical instruments. In herds where ana¬ 
plasmosis has been known to occur, all operations should be performed 
with the utmost care. All needles and other instruments soiled with 
the blood of one animal should be thoroughly cleaned and disinfected 
before being used on another. 

Animals suffering from anaplasmosis should be kept in a cool, quiet 
place and disturbed as little as possible. They should have plenty of 
clean, fresh water and a little green feed, and be protected from fly 
annoyance. 

Parasites of Swine 

Of the internal parasites that infest swine, the large intestinal round- 
worm, the kidney worm, and the nodular worms and lungworms are 
most responsible for lack of thrift, and for deaths, especially among 
young pigs. The large intestinal roundworm gains entrance into pigs 
with feed or water contaminated with the eggs of the parasite. Alter 
following a complex route through the body of the pigs, the worms 
reach the intestine for the second time, settle down, and develop to 
maturity in about^ two months. The mature worms produce eggs, 
thus starting the vicious cycle once more. 

Yoimg nodular worms or larvae also are swallowed with contami¬ 
nated feed or water. They burrow into the wall of the large intestine 
and spend the early part of their life in the wall of the gut where they 
do considerable damage. Ultimately they get to the lumen of the gut 
where they mature and produce eggs. 

Eddney wmims occur in swine in various parts of the United States 
and are especially abundant in the South. These parasites aiTest 
growth an(i development, render a large proportion of livers unJfit for 
food, necessitate trimming of loins to remove worms and lesions, and 
sometimes render an entire carcass unfit for food. Swine acquire kid¬ 
ney worms by swallowing the infective larvae that develop from the 
eggs in hog lots and on pastures. The larvae can also enter the bodies 
of swine tmough the skin. The presence of lice and mange mites on the 
skin favors infection with these parasites. 

Lungworms in swine produce a husky cough, and when numeious 
produce a localized pneumonia. Pigs become infected with lung¬ 
worms as a result of swaUowdng earthworms which harbor the infective 
stage of the parasites. Pigs raised on areas where earthworms are 
abundant are frequently heavily inf^ted with lungworms. 

The control of swine parasites consists principally in providing clean 
farrowing pens and fresh pasture for young pigs. The pregnant sow 
is placed in the clean pen a few days before farrowing. The sow and 
her litter are removeci from the clean pens about 10 days to 2 weeks 
after farrowing and hauled, not driven, to a clean pasture. If farrow¬ 
ing is to occur on pasture, the pregnant sow is placed on a clean pasture 
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a few days before farrowing. These arrangements make it possible 
for the pigs to escape infestation with parasites at a period of life when 
they are most susceptible. These simple sanitary procedures, orig¬ 
inally devised and tested by this bureau, have been adopted by 
thousands of farmers in various parts of the United States. 

No effective medicinal treatments for removing kidney worms, 
nodular worms, and lungworms are known. Roundworms can be 
removed with oil of chenopodium, but the damage indicted by the 
young worms in the course of their migration through the body can 
not be undone by medicinal treatment for worm r^oval. It is, 
therefore, essential to practice sanitation in coimection with swine 
husbandly if heavy losses are to be avoided. 

Parasites of Poultry 

Poultry are subject to attacks by various parasites. One important 
class occurring in the gastrointestinal tract of fowls consists of Proto¬ 
zoa, seen only with the microscope, and worm parasites, most of wltich 
are large enough to be seen vith the eye. Of the Protozoa, coccidia 
cause a severe disease, coccichosis. Strict sanitary measures help to 
prevent the spread of the organisms in droppings of infected fowls, 
and the resistance of the birds may be increased by feeding a nutritious, 
well-bitianced diet. 

Among the worm parasites there are tapeworms and roundworms, 
and there are several different species of each of these. All the tape¬ 
worms, probably, and some of the roundworms, pass part of their life 
cycles in some small animal, such as an insect, snail, slug, or earth¬ 
worm; these intermediate hosts, when eaten by the fowl, mfect it with 
the young pararite. Measures to prevent breeding of intermediate 
hosts are, tnerefore, of value. Such measures include irUing in low, 
damp areas, removing rubbish, and promptly disposing of droppings 
of fowls and manure of other animals in such a way as to prevent the 
intermediate hosts from having access to infective material. 

For removing tapeworms from poultry, kamala, although not entirely 
satisfacto:^, is the most effective drug now known; it must be used 
with caution, the treatment being tried first on only a few fowls, to 
observe the effect. Tetrachlorethylene is of value in removing certain 
roundworms. TVhen both roundworms and tapeworms are present, 
the treatments should be mven separately, the tetrachlorethylene 
first, followed in three days dv the kamala. 

Blackhead, occurring most frequently in turkeys, produces changes 
in the caeca and liver, and is often manifested by a darkening of the 
head; it is caused by protozoan organisms. Chickens harboring these 
oiganisms may not be affected, but through droppings may spread 
them to turkeys; for this reason turkeys should not be reared with 
chickens or on areas used for chickens within a year at least. No satis¬ 
factory medicinal treatment is known; measures such as suggested for 
coccidiosis will help check the disease. 

Gapeworms, bright red worms paired so as to form a Y, occur 
commonly in the windpipes of turkeys; in these birds they do littie 
harm, but when they imest young chickens, they may cause a serious 
disease known as gapes. Separate rearing of cmckens and turkeys is 
therefore desirable. 
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Insects and Related Forms That Attack Livestock 

The investigation of insects affecting livestock and poultry is a major 
activity of the Bureau of Entomology. This ^v^ork is done at various 
field stations and consists of independent investigations and also co¬ 
operation with the Bm'eau of Animal Industry and certain State ex¬ 
periment stations. J. L. Webb, associate entomologist of the Bureau 
of Entomology, has furnished the follovung information on insects and 
related forms which attack domestic animals. 

Flies are of primary importance among these livestock enemies, and 
foremost among the flies, as destructive agents, is the so-called screw 
worm of the Southwest. Screw worms attack the living tissues of the 
host and levy an annual toll of about $10,000,000 on the Uvestock in¬ 
dustry of that region. Cattle grubs occur in practically all parts of 
the country and cause even greater losses. Stable flies and horn flies 
are the curse of the dairy industry and cause an indeterminable loss by 
annoying the cows and sucking their blood. Horseflies and deer flies 
make life miserable for cattle and horses and in many parts of the 
country are a serious detriment to the fattening of market steers; these 
flies may also carry dangerous diseases. Buffdo mats often appear in 
swarms large enough to kill horses and mules. The losses caused by 
mosguitoes ai‘e at times considerable. A scourge of mosqiutoes in a 
Florida community in the fall of 1932 killed about 200 head of hve- 
stock within a few days. Finally, but by no means of least impor¬ 
tance, the horse bots are a constant drain on the vitality of horses and 
mules. In the adult or fly stage, w^hen laying eggs, this parasite causes 
seiious annoyance to the animals. 

Practically every kind of animal bearing hair or feathers is subject 
to the attack of one or more species of hce. Some of these lice have 
biting mouth parts, whereas others suck blood. Three species of 
sucking hce and one species of biting hce attack cattle, and one species 
of each attacks horses. Goats have to contend with both biting hce 
and sucking hce. Chickens may be hosts to several species of biting 
hce. The onset of louse attack is seldom apjjarent to the owner of 
the animal and unless he is watchful the infestation may reach injurious 
proportions before it is noticed. 

In addition to the cattle-fever tick, already mentioned, there are 
several other species of ticks that are troublesome fe hvestock. In 
the South the lone-star tick and the black-legged tick cause severe 
infestation in cattle. In the West the winter tick attacks horses in 
great numbers. In the Southwestern States the spinose ear tick is a 
serious pest of cattle and horses, and the fowl tick takes a heavy toh 
from the poultry industry. 

Vaiious species of mites attack chickens, the most important being 
the chicken mite, the feather noite, the scaly-leg mite, the depluming 
mite, and the chigger. 

The sticktight flea is a serious pest of chickens in the Southern and 
the Southwestern States, its attacks often proving fatal to young 
chickens. Fleas sometimes attack horses and mules and the animate 
may refuse to stay in infested barns even long enough to eat. 

The investigations of the pests mentioned have had as their obfect 
the development of simple and economical methods of control. The 
following examples of successful effort may be cited: The development 
of effective control measures for the screw worm in which improved 
range practice, fly trapping, and the treatment with benzol and pine- 



240 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


tar oil for killing larvae and repelling flies are utilized; the control of 
chicken lice by Qie sodium fluoride treatment; and the control of flies 
about dairies by the elimination of fly-breeding places and the use of fly 
sprays and flytraps. Methods of controlling horse bots have been per¬ 
fected and are now being put into extensive practice with gratifying 
results. 

Federal Supervision of Livestock and Poultry Remedies 

Department of Agriculture activities that have also contributed 
greatly to the health of hvestock and the welfare of their ownem are the 
enforcement of the Federal food and drugs act and the national in¬ 
secticide act. Both laws are designed to conti’ol interstate shipment 
of nusbranded livestock and poultry remedies. H. E. Moskey, veter¬ 
inarian of the Food and Drug Administration, the branch of the de¬ 
partment that enforces the act, has furnished the following description 
of Federal activities in this field. 

A vigorous 6-year campaign by the Food and Drug Administration 
has driven from the market practically all drug preparations labeled 
for the cure and prevention of mdectious abortion of cattle, or has 
forced manufacturers to revise their labeling so as to eliminate claims 
relating to this disease. During this campaign, hundreds of samples 
were collected and analyzed. Most of these consisted essentially of 
medicated colored water, colored table salt, table salt with carbolic 
acid, brovrn sugar and bran, creosote, or drugs acting as irritants or 
vascular stimulants. Some of these were simple, inexpensive drugs 

S iised in different ways. Others were mineral mixtures with or 
out added di‘ugs of any kind. Their apparent success is due to 
the fact that infectious abortion tends to die out in herds to W'hich no 
susceptible animals are added or the hei'ds acquii'e an immunity or 
an apparent tolerance to the disease. 

likewise, claims have been made that medicinal prepai'ations have 
value in the^ treatment and control of many other diseases, including 
coccidiosis, infectious broncMtis of poultry, and necrotic enteritis of 
swine. Spontaneous recoveries from many diseases may occur when 
proper attention has been given to sanitation alone, but wrhen a drug 
has been used, it ordinarily is given the credit. The department has 
been active in removing from the market medicinal products labeled 
for the prevention of these diseases and many others. 

In the e^orcement of ^e food and drugs act, tiie department has 
given considerable attention, during the past year, to drugs labeled as 
bein^ effective in the control of intestiaai parasites. There is no drug 
or mixture of drugs knowm to veterinary science that is effective as 
an expeUer of all types of worms. The Food and Drug Administration 
has advised manufacturers of worni remedies or worm expellers to con¬ 
fine their label claims to the particular type of worm for w'hich their 
product has been proved to be effective. Tests of some products con¬ 
taining mixtures of drugs show^ed that they were ineftective in expelling 
any type of w^orm. Critical tests have showm that some drugs, when 
used alone, wdll expel certain types of worms, but if mixed witii other 
anthe lmi ntics may be ineffective. In fact, the department has not 
found any of the preparations so far tested to be effective in removing 
the heads of various species of ^peworms infesting poultry. Action has 
been taken to remove these mislabeled products from interstate ti*ade. 
Many mineral mixtures, so-called livestock conditioners, and tonics, 
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have been labeled for the control of intestinal worms of swine, sheep, 
and poultnr. The department has discovered that such preparations 
are not effective in the control of worm infestation of any animal. 
Through the action of the courts the department has seized many large 
shipments of these types of products found in interstate trade. 

The Food and Drug Adnimistration conducts tests of products la¬ 
beled for vitamin content to determine whether or not the article can 
truthfully be represented as actually containing adequate amounts of 
the various types of vitamins claimed in the labeling. Legal action 
has been instituted against manufacturers of several of these products 
that were not found to contain adequate amounts of cod-liver oil or 
yeast, or that were not potent in the vitamins claimed in the labeling 

In enforcing the insecticide act, the department tests disinfectants 
bacteriologically and chemically. Disinfectants have often been la¬ 
beled with many unwarranted and misleading statements. For in¬ 
stance, the recommendation that a disinfectant be sprayed around the 
premises and be added to the drinking water to prevent disease such 
as hog cholera, infectious abortion, chicken pox, puUorum disease, and 
roup, leads the user to believe that he has done everything necessary 
to prevent disease when, in reality, he has merely taken madequate 
measures against a few of the many possible sources of disease com¬ 
munication. ^ , 

Under the insecticide act, many other preparations for livestock and 
poultry, such as fly Idllers and repellents, flea and Hce powders and 
nquids, dips for animals, mange ointments, lotions and liquids, prepa¬ 
rations for screw worms and grubs, and for various forms of scabies of 
livestock, receive constant consideration. Many farmers and poultry- 
men also erroneously believe that certain chemicals administered as 
medicine, or mixed with feed or water, wiU protect their animals from 
external parasites, such as flies, lice, and ticks. Hundreds of liquids, 
tablets, and powders have been reconnnended for use in this way. 
The department has issued warnings against these remedies, and m 
many eases has forced the makers, through court action, to cease sell- 
ing preparations of this nature. 

John R. Mohler, Bureau of Animal Industry. 


E xperiments with Beef and Cattle raised chiefly for beef, or 
Dual-Purpose Cattle Aid herds serving the dual purpose 
in Efficient Production of producing beef and milk for 

human food, are kept on about 
one farm in every four in the United States. 

Three general types of beef-cattle enterprises are conducted, name¬ 
ly: The production of feeder and slaughter cattle on western ranges; 
the further fattening of these feeder cattle in the com and other grain 
producing sections; and the breeding, raising, and finishing of beef on 
general livestock farms. Dual-purpose cattle are produced chiefly in 
areas not too remote from urban centers to afford a ready market for 
milk or butterfat, yet where land values and pasture and feed re¬ 
sources are favorable. Any of these enterprises requires considerable 
investment in land and livestock. None ^ould be undertaken with¬ 
out careful, intelligent planning, and, if possible, some first-hand ex¬ 
perience. All offer excellent foundations for systems of balanced 
farming. 
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In the broad scheme of amculture,beef and dual-pnrpose cattle more 
than pay their own way. Like other farm animals, they leave on the 
farm for the maintenance of soil productivity, approximately 76 per 
cent of the fertilizer value of the feed they consume. like sheep, they 
have great adaptability to rough land and sparse grazing. To a 
greater extent than any other class of domestic animal, however, they 
make efficientuse of unmarketable roughage, much of which the farmer 
would otherwise have to waste. And, in labor requirements, beef- 
cattle production fits in well with crop farming because it demands 
comparatively little attention during the cropping and harvesting 
season. 

About half of the beef-cattle are raised in the range area which is 
principally west of the one-hundredth meridian, and about 30 per 
cent of the cattle that go to market from that area go directly from 
grass into slaughter channels. 

The general trend in the production of steers for more than a decade 
has been toward cattle lighter in -weight, earlier maturing, and of higher 
quality. Twenty-five years ago most of the steers marketed were 3 
veal's old or more. At present most of them are 2-year-olds, with a 
large proportion of yearlings and considerable numbers of fat calves. 

A major problem m beef production has long been that of develop¬ 
ing types of breeding animals and systems of feeding that would make 
the greatest possible use of grass, coarse roughages, and other inex¬ 
pensive feeds without undue sacrifice of quality in the finished prod¬ 
uct. ^ This problem is especially important to-day and promises to 
continue so for some time to come. One reason is that there is now a 
tendency to turn land from cultivated crops to grass, where the land 
must be used for livestock or be abandoned. Another is the growing 
competition of other agricultmal products. A third is the fact that 
mucn skill and a certain amount of concentrated feeds are requii*ed to 
produce the choice young beef demanded to-day. 

In dual-purpose-cattle breeding the chief endeavor is to develop 
families that wdll breed true in the production of heavy-milldng cows 
which will also get calves capable of being finished as good-quality 
beeves. Such dual-purpose animals are popular on many general live¬ 
stock farms, particularly in sections where increased land values make 
it diflBcult to realize a profit from specialized herds. 

Breeds of Cattle and Their Improvement 

According to the 1930 census, one-thirtieth of the beef and dual- 
ptnpose cattle in the United States were registered purebreds. The 
beef breeds were represented by 770,000 purebreds and the dual- 
purpose breeds by 34,000. 

Among the beef breeds, there are more registered Herefords than all 
the other registered beef cattle combined. Herefords greatly pre¬ 
dominate in the Great Plains and Rocl^ Mountain States. One of 
their qualities is their rustling ability. The Shorthorn predominates 
m the greater part of the Com Belt, because of its adaptability to 
localities where feed is abundant, and its ability to produce good 
quantities of milk as well as beef. The Aberdeen-Ai^us breed is 
found in large numbers throughout the Com Bdt aM other areas 
which produce an abundance of fattening feeds. Cattle of this breed 
are especially popular for feed-lot use and for their ability to yield 
well-marbled beef of high quality. 
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The milkiiig Shorthorn and Red Polled breeds form the bulk of the 
registered dual-purpose cattle, and are found largely in the East 
North Central and West North Central States. 

The choice of a breed is not so important as the selection of indi¬ 
viduals within a breed when a farmer is going into cattle production or 
striving to improve his herd. Any of the recognized breeds are good, 
and it is generally advisable to choose the one raised by most of the 
best breeders in the district. There are facilities, then, for procuring 
new blood near at hand; marketing is simplified; and, if the climate or 
other conditions are particularly trying, strains of cattle, especidly 
adapted there, probably will have been developed within the district. 
It is for this reason that cattle which have given excellent results on 
farms in the North sometimes disappoint when shipped to the far 
South or to semiarid western ranges. 

As with other classes of livestock, the purebred is the reliable means 
of achieving lasting improvement in a herd of cattle. Although many 
grade animals are of higher quality than some inferior purebreds, they 
usually owe their good points to a close relationship to a good pure¬ 
bred; and, while purebreds, whether good or poor, breed reasonably 
true, the best grades can not be counted on to produce oflTspring like 
themselves. ^ 

A conclusive demonstration of the value of good purebred sires in 
grading up a herd of native beef cows was begun in 1914 at Sni-a-Bar 
Farms, Grain Valley, Mo. The cows used in this demonstration are 
described as common red cows'^ and were purchased at the Kansas 
City stockyards where they had been shipped for slaughter. The 
bulls selected for the demonstration were registered Shorthorns of 
good individuality. The results of this cooperative work showed that 
after the ttdrd or fourth cross the ^ade offspring compared very 
favorably with purebred stock in conformation and quality, and that 
the greatest single improvement occurred in the fimt cross. Only 
exceptionally good sires can be expected to bring about any very 
marked improvement after the fourth cross. 

In an experiment in which the department cooperated with the 
Arkansas Agricultural Experiment Station it was demonstrated that 
although the cost of maintenance is less for native calves, the sale price 
of purebreds and grades is sufficiently higher to make up more than 
the difference. In this experiment the first-cross calves made a return 
per head of more than six times that of the native calves. This and 
many other experiments in breeding purebred sires to native cattle 
have shown conclusively the value of prepotent sires in grading up a 
herd. They have also sho^v^l that a farmer can make an excellent 
beginning with a herd of very inferior native cattle if he breeds them to 
good bulls. 

There are areas in the Southwest, particularly in the Gulf coast 
regions of Texas and along the ^Mexican border, where our popular 
breeds of beef cattle have great difficulty in withstanding the hardships 
of intense heat, insect pests, and scarcity of water. Cattle of the 
Brahman breed and, more recently, Africander cattle from South 
Africa, have been imported to cross with native cattle and the pure¬ 
breds predominant in that region for the purpose of improving their 
adaptability to the environment. 

Breeding experiments at the United States Iberia Livestock Experi¬ 
ment Farm at Jeanerette, La., in which grade Hereford cows were 
bred to Brahman bulls for a period of several years, showed that 
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Brahman crobsbred calves were lai*ger at weaning lime and at 1 year 
of age than calves from similar cows, sired by purebred Hereford bulls, 
but that there w as a tendency for them to gain more slowly than the 
Herefords from that age on. Brahman crossbreds have done exceed¬ 
ingly w ell when fattened on grass or in short dry-lot fattening periods, 
but in long feeding periods they are excelled in total gams and 
finish by cattle in which the blood of the established beef breeds 
predominates. 

Record of Performance 

Withm the last two yeai's a new and highly promising method of 
improving beef and dual-purpose breeds oi cattle has been evolved. 
It has become generally known as the record-of-performance method. 
By it each sire and each dam are given a performance score based on 
the proved utility value of the offspring. This value is expressed as a 
single numerical tenn on the basis of 100 pomts as the ideal. It is 



Figl re j4 — Two beef steers th h ch sho\ied wide \ w ^tion m eflBcieno of production, together w ith 
rib cjt 2 » from then eurca^bes These animals <^*0 purebred Shoi thorns sired by tlie same bull 
hen limshed at 900 pounds tv eight on the some feeds, they graded alike in quality of carcass. 
Hotv ev er, steer A tv as much less emoient in use of feeds, ha\ mg gamed an average of 14 3 pounds 
of neef fur each 100 pounds of total digestible nutiients eaten, as compared Tvith 17 4 pounds for 
steer B Their final performance scores, ^ hen both efficiency and quality are considered, tv ere 79 
and 91, respectively. The nb roasts tv ere practically equal m tenderne^ and generU desirability 

amved at by measuring an animal’s performance in two important 
respects: (1) The number of pounds of beef it produces from birth to 
maturity or slaughter for each 100 pounds of total digestible nutri¬ 
ents eaten; and (2) the quality of beef it produces as measured by 
carcass grade and tenderness of the cooked meat scored by experienced 
judges. 

This method of evaluating performance requires that each calf be 
fed individually in order to determine its feed consumption. For 
that reason it is not yet ready for use by farmers generally, although 
results with cattle as w^ell as with other classes of livestock indicate 
that farmers may eventually be able to recognke the efficient animals 
merely by obseiwing the rapidity with w^hich they grow during 
certam periods of their development. 
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The chief value of thib work to date has been to leveal, for the 
first time in animal-husbandiy research, some surpiising diffeiences 
in efficiency among cattle oi like breeding, and to indicate that 
animals more efficient then any e now have can be bred. 

Among both beef Shoi thorn and dual-purpose Shorthorn steei*s thus 
far subjected to these peiloimance tests, there have been efficient 
animals producing 40 ]jer cent more beef, from the same quantity 
of exactly the same kind of feeds, than did closely i elated animals of 
the same type and of appaiently equal vigor and health. There was 
less variation among those animals in quality of product than in 
efficiency of growing that product; yet when the two factors were 



Figure 35—Two dunl-pmpose steers wbioh showed wide variation m eflicieno of production to- 
gethei with nb cuts from then carcisses These animds are Shorthorns, of dual purpose type, 
sired by tho some bull and from cow s w hich are half sisters When hmshed at 900 pounds* weight 
on the same feeds, they gnded alike m quality of circsss However, steer A was much less effi¬ 
cient m the use of feeds, h i\ mg produced an average of 14 9 pounds of beef foi eiob 100 pounds of 
tot^ digestible nutrients eaten, as comp^ired with is 5 pounds for steer B. Their final perform 
anee scoies, w hen both efficiency and quality are considered, weie 75 and 91, respecti\elj The 
nb roasts were judged to be of piactic'Uly equal quality 

combined to obtain the final performance scoie the beef calves still 
ranged from 75 to 93 points and the dual-purpose from 71 to 91. 
(Figs. 34 and 35.) 

These records indicate even more significance than has been gen¬ 
erally appreciated in the saying, “The eye of the master fattens the 
cattle.” It imdoubtedly applies not only to fatten!^ but also to 
breeding and selection of animals which will do well in the feed lot. 
Frequently, in these tests, two calves sired by the same bull and of 
seemingly equal individum merit at the start showed widely differ¬ 
ent ability to make rapid and economical gains. A wise feeder ob¬ 
serves such differences. If he is an able breeder he remembers these 
differences and, for improving his herd, he looks to the matings that 
produced the quick-gaining calves. Farmers have not attempted, 
however, actually to measure the <^erences among cattle in feed-lot 
efficiency, nor to correlate these with the quality of the carcass pro- 











246 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


duced. Show-ring perfomiance has too often been the principal guide 
in selecting breetoig stock, without sufficient regard to actual utility- 
value. Two of the most noteworthy findings in thb record-of-per- 
formance work are that quality in an animal^s carcass is not qbtamed 
at the expense of efficiency of gains, and that strains that will breed 
ujiiformly for high efficiency in both respects can be developed. 

Some Points in Management 

In the feeding and management of beef and dual-purpose cattle, 
two goals stand out above ^ others. One is to make ma:rimum use 
of inexpensive home-grown feeds and pastmes. The other is to get a 
good caK from each cow each year. 

During the grazing season good pasture alone will take care of all 
classes of beef cattle except those being given a high degree of finish 
for market. Dual-pmyose steers and dry cows may be handled like 
similar classes of beef cattle. When maximum milk production is 
expected of dual-purpose cows they should receive, for each 5 pounds 
of milk they produce, approxima*tely 1 pound of grain mixtm-e con¬ 
taining 15 "to 20 per cent of protein. When not on pasture they 
should get all the alfalfa or other legume hay they will consume and 
a grain mixture at the rate of 1 pound for each 3 to 4 pounds of milk 
they give. 

Though the percentage of calves raised is important in all phases 
of cattle production, it is of particular significance in range-cattle 
management, where unfavorable environment and lack of close super¬ 
vision frequently result in the raising of as few as 40 to 50 calves per 
100 cows. Of the many factors influencmg calf crops, those of chief 
concern are the condition of the breeding herd and the topography 
and size of the range or pastures used during the breeding season. 
Other factors are the ratio of bulls to cows, barrenness in females, 
and the system of breeding used. 

Small calf crops are usu^y preceded by inferior feeding conditions. 
Scarcity of feed invariably results in a low plane of nutrition for cows, 
and w-hen this occurs the estrous cycle is not normally developed. The 
condition of the bulls during the breeding season has been found to 
have a closer relation to a high-percentage calf crop than the ratio of 
bulls to cows, and feeding grain at this time is a common practice 
among successful ranchmen. 

Not only are numbers of calves important, but also their uniformity 
in both age and quality.^ The breeding season can be materially short¬ 
ened by using comparatively small pastures and maintaining cows and 
bulls in thrifty condition.^ A recent 3-year ranch study in which the 
department cooperated with the Colorado and Wyommg experiment 
stations, showed a difference of 7 per cent in caM crop in favor of con¬ 
trolled breeding on pastures as compared with range breeding. The 
breeding of heifers, unless they are particularly well cared for, was 
foimd to result in a comparatively small calf crop and a high death 
loss. Culling the herd by eliminating nonbreedersj poor mothers, and 
irregular breeders was found to be a helpful practice. Good manage¬ 
ment on a favorably located ranch is frequently rewarded with 70 to 
80 calves raised for each 100 cows bred. 

In range-cattle production it is of prime importance that ranges and 
pastures be so used as to get the greatest returns without permanent 
injury to the forage. Studies made in cooperation with ranchmen in a 
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number of range States have demonstrated that this can be accom¬ 
plished only through ownership or long-time leases of the land. Those 
ranchmen who depend on the use of open ranges invariably allow their 
stock to overgraze and seriously injure the carrying capacity of the 
range. 

At the Northern Great Plains Experiment Station, Mandan, N. 
Dak., gi'azing experiments have shown that the carrying capacity of 
the range can be increased as much as 40 per cent by practicing a sys¬ 
tem of deferred and rotation grazing. It is impractical, however, to 
carry out such a system unless the range is controlled by the operator 
over a period of years. 

In range management, it is desirable to reserve protected range for 
winter grazing. vVTien this can be done one of the most expensive 
items in the cost of range-beef production—the winter feed supply— 
can be reduced materially. 

At the United States Range Livestock Experiment Station, Miles 
City, Mont., 53 per cent of the breeding cows have been kept on the 
range throughout the entire winter for a 4-year period 1925-1929. 
During one adverse season, only, was it necessary to feed a supplement— 
cottonseed cake being fed for 42 days. Cov s kept on the range during 
60 per cent of the winter season and in the feed lot 40 per cent of the 
time consumed 26 pounds of cottonseed cake and 2,570 pounds of dry 
roughage. The cows kept on the range lost 80 pounds per head as 
compared with 30 poimds for those kept in the feed lot. This loss in 
weight did not affect the birth or weaning weight of the calves. Only 
in areas having heavy snowfalls, therefore, is it necessary to winter 
breeding herds in the feed lot. 

In carrying calves until they are yearlings or older, it is very im¬ 
portant that they be wintered economically as the winter feed bill is 
the item of expense that offers the greatest possibility for reducing 
costs of production. Home-grown roughage should be used, and when 
not of good quality or of high feeding value it should be supplemented 
with a protein concentrate such as cottonseed cake. Experiments at 
Miles City in wintering steers on different planes of nutrition show 
that steers carried on medium and low planes make only slightly less 
total yearly gains than steers carried at a high level, with net costs of 
production much lower. 

The grinding of grain and roughage and other methods of preparing 
feed for beef cattle are not generally profitable, as the increased quan¬ 
tities consumed and the greater production do not offset the costs of 
preparation. Ground grains, however, are commonly used in the grain 
mixture of dual-purpose cows in order to obtain maximum production. 

Salt should be kept before cattle at aU times. Under most conditions 
where cattle get a variety of feeds, including legumes, no other mineral 
need be suppSed. If legumes are not being fed, a mixture of equal parts 
of finely ground limestone and bone meal is desirable. There are areas 
m the South and Southwest^ however, where the growth of cattle graz¬ 
ing on certain types of soils is retarded and calf crops are low, owing to 
deficiencies of other minerals, notably phosphorus. Research work is 
being done on this problem. 

Following a study of the serious condition known as salt sickness 
among cattle in Florida, the agricultural experiment station of that 
State reco mm ends that cattle m regions subject to salt sickness be 
given constant access to a mixture of 100 pounds of common salt, 25 
poimds of red oxide of iron, and 1 pound of finely ground copper sul- 
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phate, thoroughly mixed. The investigators add the warning that cop¬ 
per sulphate, commonly known as bluestone, is poisonous m concen¬ 
trated lorm and should be pulverized and mixed thoroughly with the 
other ingredients. 

Most dual-purpose cows in the market-milk and creamery sections 
are milked, most of the milk and cream being sold. The steer calves 
are pail-fed whole or skim milk and marketed as veal. Three other 
types of handling are practiced. Under one, the steer calves are pail- 
fed whole milk for a few weeks and then have skim milk, pasture, grain, 
and hay for six months, after which they are sold as feeders or finished 
on hay, grain, and silage in dry lot. Under another, the hea^dest pro¬ 
ducers are milked and the milk and cream sold. The remaining cows 
nurse one or two calves each, which are marketed as veal or as fat 
calves. Under still another system the low producers nurse calves 
twice daily, and the calves are given grain and hay in the bam as soon 
as they will eat or are creep-fed with the cows on pasture and sold as 
fat calves or fat yearlings. 

"Whether it is more profitable to sell milk or cream or to feed the milk 
to calves is, of course, determined by market prices of milk, butterfat, 
hay, grain, veal, and beef. At the United States Animal Husbandry 
Experiment Farm, BeltsviUe, Md., experiments have shown that 
younger calves pay considerably more for milk than do older calves 
and mat after calves reach 150 pounds in weight there is a gradual 
decrease in the value of whole milk for calf feeding. 

Finishing Cattle for Beef 

There are two distinctlv diflferent methods of fattening cattle for 
market. One is to finish them on harvested feeds alone, and is known 
as the dry-lot method. The other is to market them for slaughter 
directly from grass. The former is used chiefly in regions of abundant 
harvested feeds, the latter in the Rocky Mountain range country, the 
Great Plains, and the Appalachian region. 

There is a strong tendency in recent years, however, for farmers even 
with abundant pastiu’es to supplement them with grain during at least 
the latter part of the finishing period. There is a tendency also for 
farmers in grain-producing regions to take advantage of the compara¬ 
tive cheapness of gains on grass by feeding grain liberally to their cattle 
while they are on grass and fmismng them as fat calves or yearlings. 

The most advantageous system will be determined by the farmer’s 
resources in pastiu'es, his finances, and the quantity of harvested feeds 
he desires to market as beef, as well as by his personal experience and 
other considerations. 

Studies by the dep^tment, summamed in Table 5, have shown the 
approximate quantities of feeds required for each pound of finished 
beef producedl>y cattle when marketed at various ages. In each case 
the cost of carrying the breeding herd is ch^ed against the animal. 
The data in this table are based on the q^uantity of feed required by fat 
weanling calves on Com Belt farms and by feeder calves m the range 
area and their finishing in the Com Belt feed lots as yearlings and 2- 
year-olds. The yearlings require proportionately more grain than the 
2-year-olds because a larger percentage of the final weight is the result 
of grain feeding. In the case of weanling calves, most of the feed is 
consumed by the breeding herd and is therefore grass and other 
roughage. 
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Table 5.—Feed required^ per pound of finished beef, by weanling calves^ yearlings, 

and k-year-olds 


Calves..— 

Yeaxlme;s.. 

2-year-olds, 


Kind of cattle 



PouTids Pounds 
3 31 

6 


4 81 


The different classes of feeds comprising the roughage shown in Table 
5 were found to be approximately as shown in Table 6. 

Table 6. —Proportions of various roughages consumed by cattle marketed at various 


Calves. 

Yearlings.. 
2-year-olds. 


Kind of cattle 


Pasture 

Legumi¬ 
nous and 
mixed 
hays 

Silage, 
stover, 
and straw 

Percent 

Per cent 

Percent 

55 

22 

23 

50 

30 

20 

69 

22 

9 


Generally speaking, to market beef in the form of calves requires the 
heaviest investment in breeding stock, while marketing it as 2-year-old 
animals requires^ the least. Pastures better than average, and more 
intensive supervision and management, are needed in successful caK 
and yearling production. The beef animal 2 years old or older requires 
the least amount of harvested feed but produces a carcass heavier than 
is desired by many markets and consumers. A sirloin steak an inch 
thick from a well-linished 2-year-old will weigh from 2 to 3 pounds; one 
from a choice fat caK will weigh o^y about half as much. 

In cooperation with the University of Missouri the department has 
carried on extensive investigations in fattening calves at Sni-a-Bar 
Farms, Grain Valley, Mo. Kesults have shown that well-bred beef 
calves fed grain from the time they are from 2 to 3 months of age until 
they are weaned at approximately 8 months of age gained 100 pounds 
more than calves that had no grain. The supplement-fed calves made 
very economical gains and were in suitable condition for slaughter at 
weaning time. The grain was fed to the calves in creeps and was not 
accessible to the cows. 

Throughout the experiments, although small pastures—about 2 acres 
per cow—were used, it took a month or more and considerable han¬ 
dling to train the calves to begin eating regularly in the creeps. Locat¬ 
ing a creep near the watering place and shade tends to insure more 
satisfactory results. However, when pastures have extensive shaded 
areas and several sources of water, the only practical wav yet found to 
feed supplementary feed to calves is to keep them in a bam, separate 
lot, or pasture and turn the cows in for them to nurse regularly twice 
a day. If a feed trough is fastened on the calves' side of the gate 
where the cows are let m, the calves will leam to eat read%. 

In^ cooperation with the West Virginia Agricultural lli^eriment 
Station, the department has conducted a series of expeiments at 
Lewisburg, W. Va., to determine the value of adding a grain supple- 
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ment to grass in finishing 2 } 2 -y 6 ar-ol<i steers, and the relative value of 
various methods of feedmg the supplement. 

The first three years’ work showed that a daily supplement of about 
6 pounds of coarsely ground shelled com and 1 6 pounds of cottonseed 
meal per steer, when fed to 1,000-pound feeder steers on good grass 
pasture from May to September, produced a daily gam of 2.6 pounds. 
Similar steers on grass alone made an average daily gain of 1.9 pounds. 
The supplement mcreased the tot^ gain per steer ajjproximately 100 
pounds. This additional gain, owing to a ^eater fimsh on the steers, 
enhanced their sales value 10 per cent. The increased selling price 
considerably more than offset the additional feed cost. The supple¬ 
ment-fed cattle had a l^her dressing percentage, were fatter, and 
possessed more salable carcasses. The strictly grass-fed cattle had a 
higher percentage of bone in the rib samples analyzed, and the meat 
was not so bright red in color as that of the supplement-fed cattle. 

The second 3-year study was for the purpose of determining the rela¬ 
tive value of different times of beginning the grain supplement in a 
finishing period of 135 days.^ The results showed no advantage in 
feeding grain from the beginning of the pasture grazing season, as the 
lot recei^dng a supplement of com and cottonseed meal after being on 
grass 56 days was significantly the outstanding lot so far as profit was 
concerned. 

In dry-lot fattening there are two general types of rations, dry and 
succulent. Com and either clover or alfalfa hay constitute perhaps 
the most popular dry ration. The most widely used combination of 
feeds in succulent rations consists of com, cottonseed or linseed meal, 
mixed hay, and com dlage. 

A comparison of the feed requirements of 3-year-old steers, 2-year- 
olds, vearlings, ^d calves, when fed a ration of com and legume hay, 
has snown efficiency to vary directly with the age of the fattening 
animal. The younger the feeder, the more efficient is the feed utiliza¬ 
tion. The actual daffy gains, however, increase in rapidity as the age 
increases. On a ration of com and legume hay, calves will produce 
100 pounds of gain on 65 per cent of the feed required for 3-year-olds. 
The corresponding fi^re for yearlings is 88 per cent, and for 2-year- 
olds 91 per cent, showing the much greater efficiency in feed utilization 
of the younger cattle. On a ration of com, protein concentrate, mixed 
hay, and corn silage, young cattle are even more efficient as compared 
with older animals. In tms case, calves require only 58 per cent as 
much feed as 3-year-olds to produce equal gains, and yearungs 81 per 
cent as much. 

Cooperative feedmg experiments by the department, the Texas 
Agricultural Experiment Station, and the Agricultural and Mechanical 
College of Texas show that hays as well as the grain from the sorghums 
are excellent feeds for fattening cattle. ^ The experiments have shown 
also that it is advisable to grind the grain but tiiat there is no advan¬ 
tage in using threshed gram, as the ground heads produced greater 
gams, at lower cost, than did imground milo heads or threshed milo 
either ground or un^oxmd. 

Self-feeding of be3 cattle is stiff in the experimental stages. Recent 
experiments mdicate that self-feeders may be used satisfactorily after 
cattle are on full feed. Somewhat greater gains may be expected but 
the increased gains are not usually compensated for, as the cost of 
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Present knowledge indicates that from 70 to 80 per cent of full feed¬ 
ing is preferable to full feeding, so far as economy of gains is concerned. 
However, market demands and prices of feeds should be taken into 
consideration If the feeding period is hmited to a definite time, or if 
there is a likelihood of a faUmg market near the end of the period, it 
may pay to full feed. The chief objective, after bu;;^g the animals at 
a reasonable price, is to get them on the market when the demand is 
greatest for the grade of product being offered. 

Quality in Beef 

Within the last few yearn considerable new information on the fac¬ 
tors responable for quality in beef has been obtained by the department 
in cooperation with various State experiment stations. 

In cooperative work with the West Virginia station, comparisons of 
beef from cattle finished on grass alone with that from cattle receiving 
a supplement of gr^ have shown that grain-fed cattle have a dis¬ 
tinctly higher dressing percentage and ^eld fatter, more attractive, 
and more salable carcasses. When cooKed, the beef from the cattle 
receiving the grain supplement shrank more from loss of fat drippings, 
whereas the beef from the grass-fed animals had more loss from evapo¬ 
ration. When the two kinds of beef were tested for palatability, the 
differences were small; and only in such respects as aroma, flavor of fat, 
and richness and quantity of juice was beef from the grain-fed animals 
consistently superior. 

The influence of the animal^s age upon the quality of its beef has 
been studied by the Iowa station, with the following conclusions: The 
age of the animal has slight influence on the percentages of the various 
cuts. Beef from yearlings and 2-year-olds has higher dressing yields 
and a better distribution of fat through the lean, and is more palatable 
to most tastes than beef from calves finished at approximately 8 
months of age. Beef from vounger animals is lighter in color than that 
from older animals, but will not ripen so satisfactorily. 

The old question of the comparative merits of beef from heifers and 
steers also has received attention in a series of studies which have 
yielded interesting results. It was found that heifers and steers of the 
same breedmg, age, and type, when fed the same feeds, reach desirable 
market weights and degrees of finish in different periods of time. Heif¬ 
ers fatten more quick^ and should be marketed at lower ^es than 
steel’s if they are fed afike. Heifers of good beef-type breeding which 
graded, on an average, Good to Choice when finished, reached, at 
about 726 pounds weight, a degree of fatness equfl to that reached by 
the steers at 850 pounds. In me matter of dressing yields there is no 
consistent difference, though at equal final weights heifers tend to excel 
steers. Boasted ribs of the two sexes were scored in detail accordiog to 
such factors as tenderness, quantity and quality of juice, texture, in¬ 
tensity and desirability of aroma, and flavor of fat and lean, and were 
consistently found to be of equal merit. In general, then, if farmers 
will finish and market unbred heifers at about 125 pounds lighter 
weights than steers, there will be no justification for market discrimi¬ 
nation in the resulting beef. 

Probably the characteristic in which beef most oitm fails to satisfy 
the consumer completely is tenderness. Recent studies by home eco¬ 
nomics specialists of the department and of various States have shown 
that there are cooking methods for making the least-tender cuts of 
beef both tender and palatable. In general, fore-quarter cuts and cuts 
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from older animals or animals which have not carried the bloom that 
comes from a high degree of finish, should be cooked slowly with mois¬ 
ture; whereas the cuts naturally more tender may be cooked quickly 
with dry, intense heat. There has been developed a roast-meat ther¬ 
mometer with which the cook may learn the temperature at the center 
of the roast and, by its guidance, brii^ a roast to the exact degree of 
doneness deshed. 

E. W. Sheets, W. H. Black, and J. A. Gamble, 

Bureau qf Animal Industry. 

T rend in Hog Production Widely recognized for its efficient 
Is Toward Efficiency utilization of feed and its adaptabil- 
and Quality of Product ity to various systems of farming, 

the hog is one of the most depend¬ 
able sources of agricultural income. Swine are raised on approximate¬ 
ly three-fourths of the farms in the United States. The total number 
on January 1, of each of the last five years, has ranged from about 
52,000,000"to 62,000,000. Swine consxune from 40 to 50 per cent of the 
com crop and furnish approximately half the meat consumed in the 
United States. In value, they represent about one-tenth of all agricul¬ 
tural production. The hog's prolificacy and early-maturing qualities, 
together with the excellent keeping properties of the meat, when prop¬ 
erly cm-ed or canned, add further to its usefulness and populaiity. 

With changing conditions in the country's development the type of 
hog also has changed. The typical porker of to-day is a vastly differ¬ 
ent animal from the coarse, large-boned, long-legged hog of pioneer 
days. According to record, hogs were first brought into this coimtry 
on the second voyage of Columbus, by way of the West Indies. Later, 
other hogs in large mnnbers w^ere brought directly to Florida by De 
Soto and distributed throughout the South. These animals, of Spanish 
origin, descendants of wild Eurcmean hogs, vrere permitted to run at 
large. In this um*estricted mingling of hogs there was random breed¬ 
ing, which in the course of a few generations produced a common type. 

r^Ieanwhile hogs of a better grade, maturing eply because of an ad¬ 
mixture of blood of Chinese hogs, were brought into the coimtry from 
England and distributed along the Atlantic coast at various points 
from New England to Vhginia. These hogs represented breeds aueady 
populai’ and regarded as efficient producers of pork in the British Isles 
and in the Netherlands. These hogs, too, were obliged to roam be¬ 
yond the settlements and get their feed chiefly from tfo mast (acorns, 
beechnuts, etc.) in the w’oods bordering the clearings of the settlers. 

As the pioneers moved westw’ard, taking livestock with them, the 
hogs of British origin from the Atlantic coast and the descendants of 
those fcom Spain were merged in the eastern and southern sections of 
what is now known as the Com Belt. There remained, hownver, here 
and there in the settled sections of the coimtry, some more or less pure 
representatives of the original imported hogs, especially those from 
Great Britaia.^ In the ^eat bulk of hogs there was considerable deteri¬ 
oration in quality^ at all the settlements owing to management practices 
followed imder pioneering conditions. Real interest m and effort to¬ 
ward improving hogs did not become of general concern to farmers 
before about 1800. Since then marked improvements have been made, 
as indicated by the superior quality of swine in each of the breeds now 
found throughout the United States. 
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Breeds of Swine and Their Improvement 

The relative distribution and popularity of the standard breeds 
of hogs are indicated in the numbers of purebred registered swine 
throughout the United States according to the 1930 census. 

Number Number 

Breed registered Breed registered 

Duroo-Jersey_ 116,942 Hampshire.. . __ 30,740 

Poland China- . . 110,284 Berkshire.. _ 8,423 

Chester White- 41.614 Tamworth_ .. .. 2,758 

Spotted Poland China... 33. 664 All other breeds_ 12, 764 

Characteristic differences in conformation and in color exist among 
the several swine breeds, though all of them possess innate (j^uaUties for 
quick growth, early maturity, and the propensity for stormg in then 
carcasses large quantities of fat rather simple systems of fee diug - 
No marked differences that are distinctively breed characteristics exist 
among market grades. There axe as great differences within the 
breeds as among the breeds. 

Purebred lines are maintained by strict adherence to purity of blood 
lines as indicated by pedigree and registration. 

Breeding for type (1%. 36) and efficiency involves the same general 
practices in all breeds, and is dependent upon known performances and 
wise mating of sires and dams that possess the foim and qualities the 
breeder desires to perpetuate and improve. In attempting to improve 
swine the breeder must keep production costs in mind. These costs 
can be lowered only bjr increasing efficiency or reducing losses. 

The choice of breed is largely a matter of personal preference, color, 
and l^e frequently being the dominating influences. It is generally 
wise, however, to choose that breed most common to the neighborhood. 
After the breed has been selected, the important matter of selecting 
inffividual sows and boars for the breeding herd is to be considered. 
(Fig. 37.) There may be advantages in mtddng selections from locali¬ 
ties beyond the immediate neighborhood in order to get new blood with 
which later to supply demand from near-by breeders. Any factors in¬ 
volved in the selection of individuals for a new herd apply equally to 
the selection of additions and replacements. 

The purity of blood lines and the systems of breeding that have 
developed the individuals tmder consideration are determined from 
pedigrees. The physical merits of the individual animal, however, may 
be judged by several means. The most dependable are: (1) A critical 
examination of the animal and an inspection of oth^ members of the 
litter, the sire, dam, and other closely related hogs: (2) the niunbers, 
uniformity in size, and t 3 rpe of pigs in the litters; ana (3) the regularity 
of farrowing by the dam and granddam. 

Forming a breeding herd with sows from unrelated dams and ares, 
if otherwise equally good, is preferable to selecting sows from those 
closely related. Subsequent oreeding practices thus will allow wider 

a e of selection and greater opportunities for matings within the 

. 

Sows and boars are probably more desirable if selected on the basis 
of weight attained at a given age under similar systems of feeding, as 
this factor indicates the rate of gain that may be ejected in the off¬ 
spring. Number of pigs in litters, uniformity of litter size, and 
percentage of pigs weaned and fattened are also important from the 
standpoint of low production costs. 

183050°—31-IT 
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To the foregoing factors, whose meiits are commonly recognized, 
may be added birth weight. Eecent investigations by the department 
have shown that whatever may be the factors lesponsible for vaiia- 
tions in bii th v eight, they persist throughout the pig’s hfetime. Table 
7, based on data of 1,429 pigs, shows that heavy bii-th weights are 
associated with rapid gains, vhich are desiinble in finishing pigs for 
market profitably. 

T\ 3 Le 7 —Gaim and final wetghtsj in 'pound^y oj pigs da%6ifitd by birth ueight 


Average 

birth 

weight 

Average 
daily gain 
to 70 dayb 

Average 
weight 
at 70da}s 

Vverage 
doily gain 
from 70 to 
190 days 

Final 
weight 
at 190 
days 

1 5 

0 373 

28 1 

1 18 

170 

1 75 

U5 

32 9 

1 20 

177 

2 0 

465 

34 5 

1 23 

1S2 

2 25 

6(M 

37 2 

1 27 

190 

2 5 

522 

38 9 

1 32 

197 

2 75 

519 1 

39 3 

1 32 

198 

3 0 

*5*56 

41 9 

1 35 

204 

d 25 

559 

42 4 

1 36 

205 

i 5 

61b 

46 3 

1 43 

210 

3 75 

6)1 

40 3 

1 43 

220 

4 0 

629 

4b 0 

1 44 

221 


The data show that for each 1-pound variation m birth weight there 
is a corresponding variation of approximately 0 1 pound in the average 



FiGXJRE 37 —Herd of sows with desirable uniformity in type 


daily gain up to 190 days of age. However, as previously stated, the 
number of pigs per litter also should be considered in selecting breeding 
animals. 

The number of pigs in a litter may range from 1 to 18 or more. An 
examination of 832 litters showed that 22 per cent had fewer than 7 
pigs per litter, 66 per cent had fitters of 7 to 12 pigs inclusive, and 12 
per cent had more than 12 pigs. The birth weights of these pigs ranged 
from an average of 1.5 pounds to 3.95 pounds. Aimong these pigs 
were 4 litters of 16 pigs each, averaging 2.26 pounds, and 21 litters of 
3 pigs each, averagmg 3.08 pounds. The average birth weight of all 
pigs was 2.7 pounds. 

In general, sows whose dams, sires, and other ancestors possess 
records of large numbers of pigs and of large pigs in litters, should be 
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selected When the number of pigs farrowed per litter is consistently 
large, the cost of herd maintenance is considerably reduced because 
fewer sows are required. 

Teat numbers and placement in breeding animals have not received 
as much consideration in the selection of breeding stock for the swine 
herd, as their importance justifies. Large litters, ob^dously, can not 
be suckled unless sows possess enough teats to nurse them. Possession 
of from 12 to 14 well-placed teats is a good standard for selection. 

Certain abnormalities in breeding stock may be merely blemishes of 
no consequence, but some anatomical defects should cause all pigs of 
a litter to be rejected as breeding animals. Inguinal or scrot^ hernias 
(ruptures into the scrotum) have been definitely proved an inherited 
defect. Ruptures about the navel are not^ associated vdth ruptures 
into the scrotum and have not been definitely determined to be of 
inherited origin. However, prudence demands that the occurrence of 
these ruptures in any pig of a litter should bar the litter mates from 
consideration for the breeding herd 

The ridgeling characteristic, that of retaining one or both testicles 
in the belly, is probably an inherited condition in most cases. Avail¬ 
able evidence indicates that the mode of inheritance is not simple and 
that there may be some ridgeling cases not due to inheritance. Both 
boars and sows, though apparently normal, may transmit the ridgeling 
character. The defect may be materially increased by continued close 
breeding even without selection. Most double ridgelings are sterile, 
although there are authentic cases of fertile double-ridgeling sires. 
Most sii^le-ridgelmg boars are fertile. The only certain method of 
eliminating the defect is to refrain from using breeding stock from any 
mating that has produced ridgeling offspring. 

Swiris, whorls, or imsymmetrical placing of hair in the skin^ are not 
desirable among show animals and are usually regarded as disqualifi¬ 
cations by swine breeders. Individuals which have such swirls should 
not be used as breeding stock in purebred herds, and breeding animals 
which have produced swirled offspring should be eliminated from 
registered purebred breeding herds. 

Until more data have been accumulated in the measurement of per¬ 
formance in swine, the accepted practices of selection for popular types 
are advised. The type which yields the greatest percentage of the 
highest-priced cuts should find greatest favor. Little progress need be 
expected from pronoimced mooifications in type, unless the changed 
types are rewarded with more favorable market piices. 

Feeding efficiency, or the capacity to convert feed into the greatest 
number of pounds of carcass, is obtained by selecting sires and dams 
singled out m performance tests and by closer attention to the details 
of management and feeding. (Fig, 38.) 

Breeding animals are the sources from which the marketable product 
is obtained. It is only reasonable that, as such, they must be kept in 
full vigor through proper feed, management, and exercise. At all times 
feeds should be adequate for the particular requirements between 
breedii^ seasons, when carrying the young, and while suckling them. 
To produce strong, vigorous utters it is important to have both sire and 
dam in prime physical condition at breeding. Sows that are under¬ 
nourished at breeding and during pregnancy, as shown by failure to 
gain in weight, seldom produce satisfactory litters. Examination of 
ovaries and embryos in slaughtered sows which had been bred some 
days prior to slaughter showed rather heavy percentages of resorptions 
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of the developing young. Resorption of fetuses continues under some 
circumstances until near the completion of pregnancy. The sow should 
be so well nourished with complete rations, includfing minerals, that 
even vith vigorous daily exercise she will make an average increase in 
weight of about % to 1 pound daily for the pregnancy period of 114 
days. There is special need of an abundant supply of good water and 
comfortable, dry quarters for sleep and rest. Though seemingly 
obvious, these requirements are frequently neglected. 

Data from records of sows between 1 year and 6% years of age at time 
of farrowing show the advantage in culling the herd carefully after 
sows have reached 3 to 3K years of age, retaining only those which pos¬ 
sess some outstanding quality. In addition to the fact that sows begin 
to decline in efficiency after the age of 3 to 3}^ years, there are decided 
advantages in having a sow herd uniform in age and size. Convenience 
in management and economy in housing space are among these ad- 



Fiqvbs 38 —A 24-p6n hoiise at the Umted States Animal Husbandry Experiment Farm, Beltsville, 
Md .used in the study of feeding efficiency of dffierent Ihmihes and strains of hogs Selections 
based on breedmg, feeding, and carcass records are used m work on swine improvement 


vantages. Furthermore, older sows, when sold, are likely to bring 
lower prices. 

Tonitter accomplishments, namely, the production of litters which 
reach 2,000 jiounds live weight at 180 days, did not result from either 
special breeding or special feeding practices. They developed through 
the careful application of known facts of selection, feeding, and man¬ 
agement. Intelligent discarding of inefficient individuals, families, or 
strains of hogs tends to result in the production of profitable herds. 

Growing and Fattening Pigs 

Death losses of young pigs from accident, exposure, and various pre¬ 
ventable causes are needlessly high, and all reasonable efforts should be 
made to reduce them. Guard rails in farrowing pens, suitable protec¬ 
tion from storms^ and attention to sanitation are especially important. 
During the suckhng period sows and pigs should have dry, well-bedded 
quarters. Since the profitable pig is one that never stops growing from 
farrowing to marketing, attention to adequate and suitable feed is es¬ 
sential for best returns. Such feed should include part of the pasture 
crops of the farm as well as grain and the usual supplements. 

A 3-year experiment with both fall and spring pigs showed the value 
of self-feeders for sows and pigs during the suckling periods. In com¬ 
parison with hand-fed lots, sows and pigs having access to self-feeders 
made better gains and the self-feeding method saved feed. 
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As a regular procedure in the production of market hogs, pigs should 
be castrated while still suckling their dams, so that plenty of time will 
be allowed for the wounds to heal thoroughly before weaning. Though 
pigs are commonly weaned at any age from 5 to 12 weeks and even 
older, experience indicates that in general they should not be weaned 
until they are at least 10 weeks old. To wean pigs earlier is likely to 
cause a set-back in growth and possibly a stunted condition. 

After the pigs are weaned they should have good pasture and the 
same ration to which they had previously been accustomed. A suit¬ 
able standard ration includes corn, a protein feed, and a mineral mix¬ 
ture. Any changes in feed should be gradual. Pastures for hogs are 
valuable and should be utilized as much as possible. But regardless of 
the quality of pastures, they need to be supplemented with grain to 
best results. As a hog grows and fattens it requires more feed per unit 
of gain; tHs makes gains in weight more and more expensive. In the 
effort to produce a well-finished hog it is possible to go too far, with 
consequent excessive feed costs, as well as to produce ho^ that are too 
fat. However, if feed is cheap in relation to the price likely to be ob¬ 
tained for hogs, so that there is a prospect of profit from further feeding, 
a producer may market hogs at a somewhat extreme weight and degree 
of finish. 

Associated with increased fatness is a decrease in the proportion of 
the inedible part of the carcass. A higher degree of fimmess also nor¬ 
mally accompanies increased fatness. The cuts from underfinished 
hogs are not so well suited for curing as are those from well-finished 
hogs. This is particularly true when the cured meat is to be stored for 
some time before it is used.^ 

The relative effects of limited and full feeding should be taken into 
account in considering fatness or finish, especially in view of the public 
demand for less fat in meat. Restricted rations tend to produce leaner 
pork at a given live wemht of hog than do unrestricted rations. 

The relative palatabiuty of meat from hogs of different degrees of 
fatness is a matter of widespread interest. A large portion of the public 
has been demanding meat containing little fat. On the other hand, 
many persons believe that palatability improves with increased fatness 
of meat, at least up to a certain point. The preponderance of evidence, 
thus far, seems to be on the side of the latter group. It remains to be 
determined, however, at what exact stage of fatness pork is most 
palatable to the greatest number of people. 

Market Classes and Grades of Hogs 

Hogs show wide variations in such characteristics as type, sex, age, 
wdght, conformation, finish, and quality. These variations, together 
with increasing exactness in consumer demand for pork products, 
make it necessary, if the hogs are to be marketed economically, to 
segregate them into various market groups, such as classes, subclasses, 
use, age and weight selections, and, finally, grades. 

Five classes of slaughter hogs are commonly recognized; (1) Barrows, 
(2) gilts, (3) sows, (4) stags, and (5) boars. Although constituting two 
d^tmct classes, barrows and gilts usually sell in a single group. In- 
cident^y this group comprises the bulk of the hogs marketed. Pigs 
comprise the younger animals of the swine species and constitute a 
separate group. Pigs are subject to some of the same segregations as 
hogs. 
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Many systems of jading both slaughter hogs and pigs are used in 
the United States. The need for uniformity through the adoption of 
a single system is, however, becoming rather widely recognized. Such 
uniformity, of course, is possible only through the development and 
acceptance of a single set of standards for each of the market groups. 

The Bureau of Agricultural Economics, several years ago, developed 
a set of standards which recognized three types and six grades of 
slaughter hogs. More recently the packing industry, partly because of 
changes in consumer demand, felt it desirable to encourage increased 
production of a tyj)e of hog which it chose to designate as “meat 
type.’* The objective of this movement is to produce a finished hog 
which carries a relatively large percentage of lean cuts and no excess 
of fat. The hog must, however, produce a Srm carcass and show a 
reasonably high dressing yield. (Figs. 39 and 40.) 



Figxtbe 39.—Hogs from which winning carcasses were obtained in sweepstakes 10-barrow dass. Interna¬ 
tional Livestock Exposition, Chicago, 1931. These illustrate desirable type of market hogs 


In an effort to be of the utmost service to the indus^, in July 1931, 
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics cooperated with the Institute 
of American Meat Packers and the National Livestock Marketing 
Association in a revision of the bureau’s standards. This reviaon 
consisted chiefly in a tentative recognition of the so-called “meat 
type” hog and a reduction of the number of grades from six to four. 
The first, or choice grade, really includes two grades designated as 
“meat type” and “fat type” hogs. The other grades are good, 
medium, and cull. 

Descriptions of these tentative grade standards and supplementary 
information may be obtained from the Bureau of Agricultural Econom¬ 
ics. The practicability of these tentative standards will be determined 
through their use on public markets and elsewhere, and i^ough 
various tests which the department and the industry are making. 

Dressing and Cutting Yields 

It is clear that successful swine husbandry necessarily involves a 
practical knowledge of market requirements, as well as skiE in hog¬ 
raising operations. In recent years the department has received laig;e 
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numbers of inquiries from s'wine gro’w ers and others about meat yields 
of hogs of diffeient weights and degiees of finish, and also requests for 
special information on the vaiious characteristics of pork and lard. In 
view of the evident interest in these subjects, on which little published 
information is available, a summary of the more essential facts is heie 
presented. Table 8 gives the dressmg percentages of 5,227 hogs rang¬ 
ing in eight fiom 40 to 400 pounds. Ban'ows and gilts were about 
equally represented and most of the hogs were typical market animals. 



riOLBE 40 —Represent<itiye caroasses from animals m Figure 39, showing high degree of umformity 

and quality 


Table 8 — Die&bing peicentageb of tgpical mailet hogs, grouped accoiding to weight 


Eingeof 
final feed- 
lot weight 

Average 
dressmg 
percentage' 

Bange of 
final feed 
lot weight 

A\er^e 
dressing 
percentage ^ 

Pounds 
40- 79 
80-119 
120-159 
160-199 
200-239 

Percent 

66 8 

69 3 

74 4 

76 9 

77 2 

Pounds 

240-279 

280-319 

320-359 

360-399 

Percent 

77 7 

79 0 

79 6 

80 2 


t Obtained by dmdmg the chilled carcass weight, inoludmg head and leaf fat, by the final feed-lot weight 

The table shows noticeably greater dressing percentages for the 
heavier hogs. This point is important, from a business standpoint, 
since adiffeimce of 1 pointindressingpercentage, for example, amounts 
to 2 pounds in w eight of carets of a 200-j)oun<rhog. Such a difference, 
though seemingly small, quickly runs into laige amounts of dressed 
pork when many hogs are involved. Packer buyers often develop a 
high degree of accuracy in estimating dressing percentages. 
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Factors commonly regarded as influencing di*essing percentage are 
live weight, finish or condition, ''fill” or contents of stomach and in¬ 
testines, tj^e, and sex. Generally spealdng, heavier weight, higher 
degree of finish, and smaller amount of fill are associated with higher 
dressing percentage. Normally, among hogs of the same live weight, 
those of larger type have a slightly lower dressing percentage than those 
of smaller type. Also, barrows tend to dress shghtly higher than gilts. 

Live weight is probably the most practical single index of dressing 
percentage when dealing with the general run of market barrows and 
gilts wMch are grown and fattened by the usual methods of feeding. 

In using information from Table 8 as a guide the reader should bear 
in mind that the dressing percentage for a particular animal may be 
above or below that shown, owing to the influence of other factors. 
For example, a hog which for any reason is very fat at 180 pounds 
weight, may reasonably be expected to diess more than 75 9 per cent. 

Of definite interest also is the yield of the various cuts from carcasses 
of different weights and fatness. Table 9 shows the average percent¬ 
ages of the more important cuts from typical hogs of three weights and 
corresponding degrees of finish, ranging from pigs to heavy hogs. 
Each weight group consisted of approximately equal numbers of bar- 
rows and gilts. The data are from the meat laboratoiy. United States 
Anim al Husbandry Experiment Farm, Beltsville, Md. 

Table 9. —Average yields of the jnoie important cuts from typical hogs of thee diffe)^ 
ent weights and coi responding degrees of finish 


Hogb 

Average 

cold- 

carcass 

weight 

Proportion of weight of important cuts to carcass 

Skinned 
back fat. 
leaf fat. 
and&t 
trim¬ 
mings 

Bdly 

Shoulder 

Ham 

Lorn 

Head 

Number 

Pounds 


Percent 

Per cent 

Per cent 

Per cera 

Per cent 

26 

77 8 

10 9 

94 1 

18 5 

19 0 

13 2 

10 7 

188 


17 0 

10 8 

17 4 

18 8 

12 0 

94 

92 

238 7 

21 5 

11 9 1 

1 

16 7 

17 0 

11 0 

86 


As carcass weight increased from about 78 to 239 pounds the per¬ 
centage of fat represented by the combined skinned back fat, leaf fat, 
and fat trimmings was approximately doubled. The percentage of belly 
increased slightly more than one-fourth, while ham, loin, shoinder, and 
head decreased. Head decreased proportionately the most, ham and 
loin an intermediate amount, and shoulder the least. 

Soft Pork a Perplexing Problem 

A condition commonly referred to as soft pork is one of the most per¬ 
plexing problems with which the swine and meat industries have had 
to contend in recent years. Soft pork will not become firm even when 
thoroughly chilled at the usual temperatui*e of 32®-38'^ F. Such pork 
is discriminated against in commercial channel^ and packers who 
have built up a trade for products made from firm hogs dislike to 
handle soft hogs. 

There are various degrees of softness; the medium soft, soft, and 
particularly the oily gi*ades are all unattractive and, on account of their 
flabby, greasy, shapeless condition, are difiSlcult to cut and handle. 
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Unfortunately, it is impossible to determine, before slaughter and 
chilling, whether a hog will be hard or soft. 

Certain feeds are the most important cause of soft pork. As a class 
they are the feeds that contain relatively large percentages of fats or 
oils that have low melting points. In the Umted States it is probable 
that soybeans are responsible for more soft pork than any other feed. 
Other more or less common feeds that tend to make ]pork soft are pea¬ 
nuts, rice polish, rice bran, and mast. Feeds conducive to firmness in 
pork include com, wheat, brewers' rice, soybean meal, and cottonseed 
meal. 

Immaturity or lack of finish is another, though secondary cause of 
soft pork. Investigations by the department and cooperating State 
experiment stations have shown that up to about 125 pounds live 
weight, intermediate-type pigs that had been fed on rations of corn with 
nonsoftening supplements produced soft or medium-soft carcasses. 
Strictly hard carcasses were not produced until the pigs reached a live 
weight of about 180 pounds. Firmness and finish were closely related. 

Studies conducted by the department in cooperation with the agri- 
cultui-al experiment stations of North Carolina and Virgmia showed 
that differences in firmness of pork did not affect the desirability of the 
flavor or aroma of the roasted fresh meat. Com and peanuts were the 
basal fattening feeds used in the study. 

Pork and Lard in the Diet 

Data on the general place of pork in the diet—a consideration that 
underlies hog production—are furnished in Table 10. 


Table 10 .—Average annual per capita consumption of pork in the United States and 
proportion of pork to all meal consumed, hy decades, 190B-1931 


Period 

Pork con¬ 
sumed per 
person 

Proportion 
of pork to 
all meat 
consumed 

lOtt-Kttt _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Pounds 
61.1 
50 0 
70 8 

Per cent 
41.7 
45 0 
500 

_ 

1022-1081 ^ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 



Similar data for beef show a decrease in per capita consumption and 
also in the percentage of beef consumed in proportion to total meat. 
These decreases correspond very closely to the increases in pork 
consumption. Thus beef and pork may be considered as having 
practically exchanged places in the American diet in the last 30 ye^. 

The popularity of pork products has a sound basis from a scientific 
stmdpoint. Investigations have shown, for example, that meat pro¬ 
teins when eaten with cereal proteins enhance the nutritive value of 
the latter.^ Thus the protein in the bread of a ham sandwich becomes 
more nutritious when eaten in combination with the meat. 

The composition of cuts from different parts of the carcass vanes 
widely. Boiled ham, for instance, is relatively high in protein, whereas 
typical salt pork contains little protein but is very rich in fat. These 
variations liable the skillful cook to serve pork dishes of equal value 
to the laborer or to the office worker. 

The physical and chemical properties of pork make it especially 
suited to curing and smolring. At least 65 per cent of pork cuts are 
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normally sold as cured products. In addition, large numbers of bogs 
are slaughtered on faims and to a large extent the meat is preserved 
by curing. As previously indicated, the q^uantity of lard produced is 
influenced by the weight or degree of finish of the hogs, the nature of 
the ration, and other factors. 

The trend in consumption of lard is of distinct interest. It is the 
impression of many pemons that, for a number of years, the average 
American has been consuming less and less lard, with lard substitutes 
takmg its place. On the contrary, an increase has occurred. During 
the decade 1902-1911, the average ]^er capita consumption of lard in 
the United States was 11.8 pounds; in 1912—1921 it was 12.3 pounds; 
and in 1922-1931, 14.3 pounds. The figures represent an increase of 
approximately 20 per cent from the first to third decade. It is well 
known, however, that lard has had very strong competition from lard 
substitutes. Despite the increase shown, this competition probably 
has tended to hold down the consumption and to have an unfavorable 
influence on the price of lard. 

There are several kinds of lard, the differences resulting from the 
nature of the fats used, the method of rendering, and melhods of hand¬ 
ling or processing after rendering. The principal commercial classifi¬ 
cation of lard is based essentially upon methods of rendering. This 
recognizes three classes, namdy, prime steam rendered, kettle ren¬ 
dered, and neutral lai*d. A very large proportion of the lard sold in 
the Urdted States is prime steam rendered. Kettle rendering commer¬ 
cially is a development from the method, long used on farms, under 
which a large iron kettle and an open fire are employed. ^ Neutral lard 
is rendered at low temperatures and for the most part is made from 
leaf fat. It is neutral in flavor and widely used in manufacture of 
margarine and in baJ^g. 

Shortening power is a valuable characteristic of cooking fat and 
varies considerably. A number of comparative studies by different 
research agencies have shown lard to be high in shortening power, as 
comp^ed with other fats. From the nutritive point of view lard is 
essentially a highly efficient source of energy. However, recent inves¬ 
tigations have shown that certain imsaturated fatty acids are neces¬ 
sary for normal nutrition and that lard is an excellent source of these 
essential constituents.® 

Plastic range—the range of temperature at which a cooking fat is 
modable or workable—^is another consideration of distinct practical 
importance. It is extensively believed that lards have a wider plastic 
ra^e than do competing substitutes. 

The desirability of the flavor imparted by lard to foods containing 
it and cooked in it, is subject to some difference of opinion. Many 
persons regard th^ flavoring quality of lard as one of its distinct 
advantages. 

Ranciffity is likely to develop in lard under unfavorable conditions. 
Well-prepared lard properly stored will usually remain in good 
condition for a long time. The absence of air, fight, and moisture 
and the use of glass instead of metal containers, together with low 
temperature, contribute to keeping quality. 

S. S. Buckley and O. G. Hankins, 

Bureau oj Animal Industry, 


8 Burr, G O , and Burr, M M. A New Deficiency Disease Produced by the Rigid E\clusion of Pat 
from the Diet. Jour. Bibl. Chem. 82. 345. 1029. 
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S HEEP Raising in U. S. Sheep raising has always been one of 
Has Changed Greatly the world's leading pioneer enterprises. 
Since Pioneer Period In the past, sheep Kept primarily for 

wool^ production have been raised 
cheaply in rerions remote from civilization. Their herding instinct 
made it possiUe to handle them in lag:e bands and wool could be trans¬ 
ported long distances to market. The pioneer phase of sheep hus¬ 
bandry in the United States has largely disappeared. But the factors 
mentioned, combined with other characteristics of sheep, have made 
it possible to keep these animals in arid regions that otherwise would 
not be utilized, Prominent among the qualities that enable sheep to 
thrive in such regions are their adaptabihty to various climatic conch- 
tions, their ability to go days or even weeks without water when on 
succulent feed, and their fondness for shrub and weed types of forage 
not consumed by most other domestic animals. Consequently the 
sheep industry is weU developed in the more arid sections of the 
West, in the rugged range territory adjacent to and including national 
forests, and in the fenced range area m southwestern Texas. 

Sheep are also raised extensively in the grass-producing areas of 
the Eastern and Central States, particidarly in rolling and hilly 
sections. ^ Since sheep are fond of a great variety of weeds and under¬ 
brush which cattle and horses do not relish, they are useful in keeping 
fields and fence comers clean and in utilizing forage not so well adapted 
to other livestock. 

To understand the influences that have contributed to the develop¬ 
ment of sheep raising in the United States and that imderlie the suc¬ 
cess of plans for the future, it is desirable to consider competition from 
other countries. 

More than two-thirds of the sheep in the world are concentrated in 
10 countries. Australia has the most, Russia is second, and the 
United States third. On the basis of the number of sheep per square 
mile and also per hundred inhabitants, the United States ranks eighth. 
Thus, in spite of the large numbers of sheep in this country, the indus¬ 
try is relatively less prominent than in such other countries as New 
Zealand, Australia, Argentina, Uruguay, South Africa, the British 
Isles, and the Mediterranean region. There are in the United States, 
however, several areas where the concentration of sheep is dense. 
These are the fine-wool section of Ohio, portions of the intermountain 
region, particularly Utah and Idaho, and the Edwards Plateau of 
southwestern Texas. 

Since sheep were introduced into Virginia in 1609, the demand has 
changed from wool to mutton and lamb. Sheep were important to 
the colonies of the North as a source of clothing material. The wool 
was i^ually worked up by the family that owned the sheep. There 
was little demand for mutton except as meat for the family. In the 
South, cotton took the place of wool to a considerable extent. In the 
North, sheep were so important that colonial governments did much 
to encourage their raising. 

Early in the nineteenth century there were numerous woolen mills, 
and by 1840 the sheep in the United States numbered about 19,000,- 
000. At that time the sheep production centered largely in Vermont. 
Production then moved westward and by 1850 Ohio was the leading 
sheep-raising State. As the westward movement continued, sheep 
were being raised in both Texas and California as early as 1860. 
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The Civil War first increased the price of wool and stimulated the 
industry, but th^ end of the war brought a crisis in the form of an 
oversupply of woolen goods and an influx of foreign wools. After 
1870 there was rapid expansion of sheep raising in the far West, which 
continued until the range country was overcrowded. Range sheep 
reached a maximum about 1884, after which the number decreased, 
partly because of the deterioration of the range from overstocking. 

By 1900 sheep raising in the East was largely confined to areas 
where, because of rough land or soil conditions, most of the farm was 
kept in pasture. Since that time sheep husbandry has been suWect 
to severe competition throughout the United States. In the East 
dairying has continued to maie inroads on the industry, and in those 
sections of the West where dry farming is important, cattle have 
lately replaced shee]^ 

]5uri^ the World ^ar the demand for wool for militaiy uses re¬ 
sulted in increased prices for sheep and their products, but following 
the war there was a sharp decrease. Sheep raising again became 
relatively prosperous from 1923 until the world-wide depression caused 
prices to drop sharply in 1930 and still further in 1931 and 1932. 

The number of ^eep on farms and ranges at present is approxi¬ 
mately 50,000,000.^ Texas leads with about 6,000,000, followed by 
Montana, CaJifomia, Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, New Mexico, Ore¬ 
gon, Idaho, md Ohio.^ These 10 States possess about two-thirds of 
all the sheep in the United States. 

Improved Ts^es and Breeds of Sheep 

The early demand for fine wool encouraged the development of 
Merino sheep in the United States. New England became famous for 
the heavy-shearing, wrinkled type. But by the close of the nineteenth 
century, along with the increase m population, a good demand for mut¬ 
ton had developed. Wool was then being produced at less expense on 
western ranges, and the East attempted to meet this western compe¬ 
tition by producing more mutton. However, the building of transpor¬ 
tation facilities throughout the country and the continued demand for 
mutton encouraged the development of a mutton type of sheep in the 
western range countiy as well as in the farm States. Even fine-wool 
breeders are now striving for mutton development in the Merino and 
Rambouillet breeds. Wool remains important, but lamb and mutton 
are now yielding more of the returns than wool. 

Of aU the registered purebred sheep enumerated by breeds in the 
United States census oi 1930, those of the fine-wool type made up 
about 41 per cent and those of the medium-wool type 55 per cent; the 
remaining 4 per cent were of the long-wool type. 

The 12 Western States (Texas, 8 Mountain States, and 3 Pacific 
States) had about 74 per cent of aU the registered purebred sheep of 
the fine-wool type, 79 per cent of the long-ivool type, and 38 per cent 
of the medium-wool type. 

Of aU the registered purebred sheep in the Uriited States, Rambouil- 
lets were most numerous, followed by Hampshires, Sluopshires, Meri¬ 
nos, Oxfords, Southdowns, Lincolns, Cotswolds, Corriedales, Dorsets, 
Cheviots, Romney Marsh, and Suffolks. Hampshires vrere especially 
numerous in the 12 Western States. Shropshires prevailed in the 
northeastern part of the coimtry. Merinos were most important in 
Ohio and Texas. Oxfords led in the East North Central States and 
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Iowa. Southdo\’i ns were most numerous in Kentucky, Tennessee, and 
West Virginia. Lincoln and Cotswold sheep were most prominent in 
Oregon. Corriedales were decidedly most numerous in Wyoming. 
Dorset sheep were grouped largely in Ohio, West Virginia, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, New York, and Vermont. The remaining breeds had rather a 
varied distribution, Cheviots being most numerous in the Northeast, 
Romney Marsh on the Pacific coast, and Suffolks in the West. 

The utility of sheep depends greatly on the selection of breed and 
type. In regions where ran^ forage is suiBBiciently abundant to pro¬ 
duce finished market lambs, Rambouillet and Merino ewes have been 
bred to Liacoln and other long-wool rams for the production of lambs 
that mature for the market at an earlier age and that have a more pro¬ 
nounced mutton form than do the average fine-wool lambs. More¬ 
over, the Ldncoln-RambouiUet crossbreds and similar crosses yield 
heavy fleeces of comparatively light-shrinking wool. This wool is of 
medium fineness and sells to advantage. During the last 20 years a 
great deal has been done toward the_ establishment of this type. Work 
of this nature conducted by the United States Sheep Experiment Sta¬ 
tion at Dubois, Idaho, has resulted in the development of what is 
known as the Columbia. This has been accomplished^ by mating 
Rambouillet ewes with long-wool rams, principally Lincolns, and 
interbreedi^ the result^ crossbreds. 

The Corriedale, a similar type of crossbred, which was developed in 
New Zealand largely by crossing Lincoln rams and Merino ewes, is 
now considered an established breed. Since 1914 some choice Corrie¬ 
dales have been imported into the United States for use on western 
ranges. Another similar type known as the Panama, founded by cross¬ 
ing Lincoln ewes and Rambouillet rams, has been developed in south¬ 
central Idaho during the last two decades. During this time the 
Romeldale has been developed in California from a foundation of 
Romney hlarsh-RambouiUet crossbreds, Hampshire rams have been 
extensively bred to crossbred and fine-wool range ewes, e^ecially in 
regions having an abundance of forage. Lambs sired by Hampshire 
rams mature early and sell exceedingly well on the slaughter market. 
For this same purpose Suffolk rams have been used considerably 
during the last decade.^ 

Karahul sheep were introduced from central Asia two decades ago 
for the production of fancy furs in the form of lambskins. They are 
few" m number, being mostly in Texas, Colorado, South Dakota, Wis¬ 
consin, Michigan, and New York, However, th^ seem to be adapted 
to a wide range of conditions, and high-grade Karakul lambskins are 
in good demand. 

Management of Sheep on Farms 

Sheep management in the United States is divided into thiee dis¬ 
tinct systems: (1) Keeping small flocks on farms, (2) raising sheep in 
large bands to utilize extensive range areas, and (3) fattening range 
sheep on irrigated and Com Belt farms. 

Eastern farm flocks are most frequently found in the hilly and moun¬ 
tainous region where much of the land is too rough to farm and must 
be kept in pasture. In regions distant from large cities, sheep raising 
is freijuendy one of the major farm enterprises. In districts where 
dairying predominates, sheep are seldom kept except on farms having 
abundant pasture. In the level areas, where most of the land is tilled, 
farm flocks are rather infrequent. 



LIVESTOCK 


267 


Except where flocks are kept to produce purebred stock, special 
crops are seldom grown for the sheep, which are generally turned onto 
pasture as soon as the grass begins to grow in the spring and remain 
there until the crops have been harvested, when they are usually given 
the nm of the fields to ^aze and to clean up the weeds, and remain 
there until snow falls. They are then caiTied through the winter on 
hay and some of the unsalable roughage, with little or no grain. 

The sheep on farms are kept pnmgSfly for the production of lambs 
and are mostly of the mutton breeds. Most of the lambs are bom 
early in the spring and are generallv marketed from late in May to 
early in November, when their weight and finish approach the condi¬ 
tion desired for slaughter lambs. There is a decided tendency to give 
the sheep insufficient care, with the result that many inferior lambs 
are produced. As such lambs usually must sell for considerably less 
than the better grades, they are generally unprofitable to their owners. 
Furthermore, as the m^ket is usually congested in September and 
October, these lambs seriously affect the price of the better lambs that 
have been more carefully raised. 

Management of Sheep on the Range 

The western practice of keeping sheep in large bands was developed 
as a means of utilizing the vast areas of free grazing lands in the Plains 
and Mountain States. But with the taking up of the best gr azing 
lands for farming purposes, many changes from the earlier nomadic 
system have occurred. Though practices differ with the locality, the 
system found most satisfactory is essentially as follows: 

The range-sheep unit, or band, is usually composed of from 2,000 to 
2,500 sheep. From lambing time until weaning, approximately 1,200 
ewes with their lambs are kept together in a band. After the lambs 
are weaned two bands of ewes are combined for the breeding and 
winter-feeding period. 

Sheep producers on the western ranges generally mve a band into 
the care of one herder who, with his dogs, stays with the sheep day 
and night throughout the season. He is quartered in a wagon equipped 
for his needs, except during short periods when he is near head¬ 
quarters, or in the summer TOen he takes his sheep to high mountains 
where his wagon can not follow. In this case he transfers his equip¬ 
ment to a tent. A camp tender, with a wagon and team or pack ani¬ 
mals, attends to the herder’s needs by supplying him with food and 
moving his camp as the sheep exhaust the grazing in one locality. 
One camp tender takes care of one or more herders, depending on the 
distance over which he must haul supplies and on the rougMess of the 
country. In large organizations a range foreman usually is in charge 
of several bands on his particular allotment of range, whereas in smaller 
outfits of one or two bands the owner may take the place of both the 
camp tender and the range foreman. Additional help is required 
seasonally, especially during lambmg and shearing. 

An exception to triis general method is found in some parts of the 
Southwest, particularly Texas, where sheep are kept in paddocks or 

f )astures. Here the operators own or have long leases on neailv aU the 
and, an arrangement which enables them to bufld fences and let the 
sheep graze undisturbed in these laige pastures. They employ fence 
riders at aU times and additional help during lambing, but on a year- 
around basis one man can attend to a muchlaiger number of sheep in 
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E astures than he could under the herder system. The pasture system 
as the additional advantages that the sheep, when unmolested, follow 
their own inclination and make more complete utihzation of feed. 

Intelligent, obedient dogs, properly trained, are valuable aids to the 
herder in managing Ms 5ieep. However, irntrained dogs are often 
found with sheep and are fully as bad as no dogs at all. 

Under range conditions sheep can be raised most efficiently in 
reasonably large numbers. This necessitates control of sufficient land 
to provide grazing. Most range operators protect themselves in this 
respect by purchasing or leasing a substantial part of the necessary 
land or at least acquiring enough small holdings to control the watering 
places. In many instances it has been necessary to provide more 
watering places, to build warehouses for the storage of feed, and to 
develop these holdings in other ways. It is now necessary to own im¬ 
proved ranch property before one can obtain permission to use the 
national forests for grazing purposes. This investment m Imd and 
improvements has greatly increased the necessary capitalization. 

Operating expenses have also increased. Crowded conditions make 
it necessaiy, except on the southern ranges, to provide considerable 
winter feed, the amount varying with the locality and with the season. 

These increased operating expenses have made the production of 
wool alone generally less profitable than the production of both wool 
and lambs. Fortunately, the demand for mutton and lamb has made 
it possible for the range operators to change from a strictly wool-pro¬ 
ducing basis to that of producing both wool and meat. At present 
most range operators are giving more attention to the production of 
lambs than to production of wool. One step m meeting the higher 
operating e:^enses was the elimination of the numerous bands of 
wethers, which were kept primarily for their wool. The development 
of a type of ewe that would produce a good market lamb and a readily 
salable grade of wool, and at the same time mamtain the herding in¬ 
stinct of the Merinos, was accomplished by breeding Rambomllet 
ewes to long-wool rams. In many cases this crossing with long-wool 
animals was carried to such a point that many of the ewes are losing 
their herding instincts. AlS it is difficult to keep the desirable charac¬ 
teristics of the first cross, various eftbrts have been made to obtain a 
fixed type of crossbred sheep. 

In order to mamtain the breeding stock it is generally necessary to 
replace about one-fourth of the flock each year. The early lamb raisers 
usually make this replacement by direct purchase, but most flock- 
masters save a sufficient number, about hall of the ewe lambs, for this 
purpose. Under ordinary range conditions crossbred ewes must 
usually be discarded by their fifm year, whereas Kambouillets may be 
used from one to two years longer. The discarded ewes usually sell for 
about half their value at the time they entered the band. In spite of 
discarding aged ewes there is a considerable annual loss from ordinary 
causes and occasional additional losses from droughts or severe winter 
storms. In planning breeding operations, allowance should be made 
for losses of this character. 

Fattening Lambs for Market 

Fattening lambs for market is extensively followed in several sec¬ 
tions of the Com Belt and adjacent areas and in many irrigated dis¬ 
tricts. There are three general systems of finishing: (1) Fattening in 
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cornfields in the Com Belt States, (2) open-yard feeding west of the 
Missouri River, and (3) fattening in bams in the East Central States. 

The pracuice of fattening lambs by turning them into cornfields and 
allowing them to harvest the crop is followed in districts throughout 
the entire Com Belt. It is, however, most common in Iowa and north¬ 
eastern Nebraska, where it is the prevailing type of sheep finishing. 
Most of the lambs are purchasea in central markets, Omaha and 
Chicago principally, in September and October, although some are 
taken m August. The lambs are usually given the run of the pastures 
and hayfields and allowed to clean up weeds and waste comers for a 
week or two. They are then turned into the cornfields, in which rape 
has usually been planted, and are allowed to harvest the crop. Most 
of them are sold in the latter part of November and in December. 
The lambs that are not fat enough are held over and fed ear com on 
pasture or in dry lots, and shipped in January. This practice has the 
advantage of requiring but little labor and equipment, but the death 
rate is usually greater than in open-yard or bam feeding. 

The practice of feeding in open yards prevails west of the Missouri 
River, where there is comparatively little stormy weather during the 
early part of the winter. The most extensive feeding district is in 
northeastern Colorado, where from 500,000 to 1,000,000 head are fed 
annually. Other extensive feeding districts are the Arkansas Valley 
in southeastern Colorado, and the Scotts Bluff district and along the 
Platte River in Buffalo, Hall, and Merrick Countiesj in Nebraska. 
There are other small areas in Nebraska and Kansas including large 
commercial feed yards near public markets and also in the irrigated 
valleys of the far West. 

The fattening of lambs is important in the beet-growing districts as 
it helps to provide a market for the large quantities of alfalfa that 
must be grown in the rotation system and also utilizes the beet tops. 
The sheep manure is highly prized in helping to maintain sugar-beet 
yields. As com is grown to only a limited extent in these districts it 
IS shipped in from Nebraska and Kansas. Barley, oats, and even 
wheat are fed also in the early st^es of the fattening process. In 
Nebraska the lambs not only provide a market for alfalfa, but also 
utilize some of the surplus com. 

A large percentage of the lambs are fed in bands that range from 250 
to 5,000 head. Some producers, however, operate on a much more 
extensive scale. These are usually large landholders who distribute 
their sheep in lots of from 5,000 to 10,000 on different farms. Most 
of the lambs are put in the yards in October and November. The 
northern range lambs usually weigh about 60 pounds and the southern 
lambs from 50 to 55 poxmds, when delivered. They are fed for four 
or five months during which they gam from 25 to 30 poimds. It is 
generally figured that during the feeding process a lamb will consume 
about 250 pounds of hay and 150 pounds of com or its equivalent. 
As the lambs do not finish evenly, it is usual^ especially in the larger 
yards, to sort out the fat lambs from time to time and market them in 
sever^ shipments. These sHpments usually begin in February, the 
bulk of the lambs going in March and April; sometimes there are 
shipments as late as May. Some of the operators also handle a 
limited number of aged ewes and wethers. 

In the East Central States, where there is much stormy weather in 
the late fall and winter, lambs are usually fed in bams. Bam feeding 

163060®—83-18 
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is most extensive in northeastern Indiana, southern Michigan, parts of 
Dhnois and Ohio, and, to a limited extent, in western New York. 
Although charges for labor and equipment are much higher than where 
the lambs are fattened in cornfields or in open yards, bam feeding 
furnishes gainful occupation for farmers during the winter months 
when ordinarily there is not much farm work. Tnere is also much less 
risk as the sheep receive more attention. Most of the farmers handle 
only from 150 to 300 head and plan to obtain lambs that will finish 
evenly. Large numbers of lambs are also fattened in conomercial 
feeding plants near the central markets of this region. Most of the 
lambs are purchased at Chic^o. They are fed from four to five 
Tnentbg and then shipped to Buffalo, Pittsbui]gh, or other eastern 
markets. As the cost of gram is h%her than it is farther west, these 
eastern farmers find it dmBcult to compete with the Com Belt and 
Colorado feeders. They feel, however, that they can afford to feed on 
a very close margin for the sake of the manure, which is much needed 
in maintaining soil fertility. 

Shearing Sheep and Handling Wool 

Sheep are sheared in the United Stai^ in the spring, usually between 
March and June inclusive, although in some parts of Texas and the 
Southwest they are again sheared in the early fall. Sheep should be 
sheared in a clean, d^ place and, in order that the wool may be dry and 
pack well, it is considered a good plan to shut up the sheep the night 
before the shearing. This practice also permits the paunch and intes¬ 
tines to be evacuated and thereby makes the shearing operation more 
comfortable for the sheep. It also lessens their stmggling, which in 
turn increases the speed of the shearer and makes possible a better job. 
For shearing laige flocks of sheep mechanically driven clippers are 
best, both for speed and for uniformity of results, although a good job 
can be done with hand-power clippers. The general use of “ blades ’’ 
or hand sheep shears has practically been dis<^ntinued in this country. 

There are many different methods of shearing a ^eep. It is proba¬ 
bly better for the shearer to use his own method, if it is giving saris- 
factionj than to learn a stiU better one, except possibly in the case of 
professional shearers or men who spend a large part of the spring in 
this work. However, the following points should be closely observed, 
regardless of the method used: The fleece should be kept intact; the 
cutting edge of the clippers should be close to the skin at all times in 
order to avoid second cuts; and the fleece should be kept dry and dean. 

The department has received many requests for information on a 
good memod of shearing sheep. The following practice, which is giv¬ 
ing good results throughout the western part of the United States, is 
recommended: 

Start shearing by clearing the brisket (%. 41 A), then open the fleece 
by a downward stroke to the right rear flank. Clear the bdly by mak¬ 
ing a number of strokes from right to left, b^inning at the top and 
shearing lower and lower with each swath. Avoid mpping the ends 
of the ewe’s teats when shearing wool from the lower part m the belly. 
N^t shear the inner side of the nind l^s. Turn the sheep on the right 
thigh, shear the wool from the front of the left hind leg, then shear a 
swath up the left leg almost to the loin. Breaking the fleece along this 
line, shear a number of swaths paralld to this and dear the left t. big h 
and the dock. With the sheep stall on its right thigh, open the fleece 
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along the left side of the neck from the brisket to a point near the ear. 
(Fig. 41B.) After a few strokes along the neck shear the wool from the 
top of the head and down over the left shoulder. Next lay the sheep 
on its right side with the shearer^s left foot under the sneep^s right 
shoulder, and shear the wool from the left side by a number of strokes 
from the rear flank to the shoulder, beginning near the belly and work- 



Figubs 41 —Shearmg bbeep A, clearing the brisket^ the first step in shearing, B, opening the fleece 
along the left side of the neck, C, removii^ the wool from the right side of the sheep, D, shearing 
the right thigh, the last step m removing the fleece 

ing over to a line near the backbone. (Fig. 41 C.) Then step across 
the sheep with the r^ht foot, raise the sheep^s head, and shear the 
wool from the right side of the neck. 

To shear the wool from the right shoulder raise the sheep so that it 
rests on its left thigh. With a circular motion from a point near the 
backbone to the line at which the fleece was opened, clear the wool to a 
point slightly back of the shoulder blade. Then, with a ^agonal 
stroke toward the rear ri^ht flank, remove the wool from the right side 
and well down on the thigh. Double the head back, as shown in Fig¬ 
ure 41 D. Shear the wool from the lower part of the thigh and dock, 
thus completely removing the fleece from the sheep. 
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Befoie the fleece is rolled and tied it should be spread flesh side 
down, and all dung and heavy sweat locks should be removed. Tn roll- 












Figxtbe 42 —Turmiig the edges of the fleece preparatory to rolling 

ing the ■wool, tmn in the edges of the fleece and tiun back the head and 
neck wool. Beginning at the breech, as indicated m Figure 42, roll the 

_ wool toward the shoulder of 

the fleece. This leaves the 
shoulder woolin a prominent 
place when the fleece is tied. 
.^sS! Only enough paper twine 
should he used in tyi^ the 
fleece to keep it intact. 
Usually one strand of twine, 
wrapped once each ^^ay at 
right angles around the 
fleece, is sufficient. (Fig. 43.) 
Wool buyers prefer thi 
method to that ordinarily 
used ■with wool boxes. AftCT 
the fleece b sheared and tied, 
it should be stored in a clean, 
dry place, preferably in bags 
made specially for stoni^ 
and shipping wool, until it 
IS sent to maiket. 

Mutton and Lamb in the 
Diet 

The number of sheep and 
lambs slaugbteied annually 
m the United States is aboiit 
_ « 18,000,000: this number 

Figukb 43 —A fleece properly rolled and tied with one « j * i. a aaa aaa 

strand of paper twine produCCS ubout 700,000,000 

pounds of dressed meat, 
practically all of which is consumed within the United States. Per 
capita consumption of lamb and mutton is only a small fi action of 
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that of beef or pork, and there seems to be no good reason why it 
should not increase matmally. In several other countries, notably 
Australia, the United Kin gdom, Argentina, and France, lamb and 
mutton constitute a much more prominent part of the meat diet. 

In the United States there are marked sectional differences m the 
popularity of lamb and mutton. Cooked lamb and mutton have a 
characteristic taste which, as in the case of other meats, is caused 
largdy by the chemical composition of the meat fat. Eastern con¬ 
sumers, particularly, like this flavor. 

Department and cooperating State experiment stations have found 
the meat of suckling lambs produced on good pasture to be as satisfac¬ 
tory, both in degree of finish and in palatabmty, as that fiom similar 
lambs which also received grain. They have mso found that legs of 
lamb held in cold storage definitely improved in tenderness during the 
fiist 7 to 10 days. Storage for an additional 10 days caused but Tittle 
further improvement in tenderness. 

In recent years the meat trade has given much attention to popu¬ 
larizing cuts of lamb, many of which provide unusually attractive and 
appetizing dishes. Kecent investigations by the department have dis¬ 
closed various improved methods of preparing this meat for market 
and home use. 

D. A. Spencer wnd C. G. Potts, Bureau of Animal InduMry. 





C HANGING Dollar Value Great okanges in prices during the last 
and Production Cycle two decades have been the most im- 
Greatly Affect Dairying portant factors affecting the dairy in- 

austry; they have resulted in m^ad- 
justments and many unusual price relationsnips. 

In 1932^ the wholesale price of butter at New York was 56 per cent 
less than in 1928. The (fecline in butter prices in the three years 1930 
to 1932 was the most violent in 100 years. The price of butter in 1932 
was about one-third less than the pre-war average of 30.6 cents, where¬ 
as in 1920 it was double the pre-war average. 

Somewhat similar changes occurred in the prices of other dairy prod¬ 
ucts. The price of cheese in Wisconsin in 1920 was 201 per cent of the 
pre-war average, and in 1932, about 70 per cent. The price of evapo¬ 
rated milk was only 41 per cent as much in 1932 as in 1920. 

The violent changes in prices of dairy products during the last 20 
years have been due in large part to tKe changes in the value of the 
dollar. As the general levd of all prices rises, the value of the dollar 
decreases; as the general level of pnces declines, the value of the dollar 
increases. In 1920, the price of butter was double the pre-war price. 
However, the price of butter in relation to prices of other commodities— 
that is, the purchasing power of butter—was 11 per cent less than the 
pre-war price. During the 5-year period 1925-1929 the price of butter 
averaged 50 per cent above pre-war price, but in relation to other 
prices was only 5 per cent above pre-war price. 

The Cycle in Prices 

A second important factor affecting the dairy industry is the cycle in 
prices of dairy cattle and all cattle. This cycle is 14 to 16 years long, 
with short periods of high prices followed by long periods of low prices. 
(Fig. 4A.) During the periods of low prices the purchasing power of 
the price of milk cows has been about one-half as great as in the periods 
of high prices. When prices of cows are high farmers raise too many 
heifers; when prices are low they raise too few. Prices of pure-bred 
cattle fluctuate more violently than prices of all cattle, and prices of 
heifers fluctuate more than the prices of mature animals. The last 
peak in cattle prices came in 1929, and the years 1930 to 1932 have been 
years of declining cattle prices. 

During inflation and deflation commodity prices do not all change 
at the same time or by the same amount, and many unusual price rela¬ 
tionships occur. During deflation, prices to producers fall more 
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rapidly than wholesale prices and wholesale prices fall more rapidly 
than retail prices. When prices rise the sequence is reversed; prices to 
producers nse the most, and retail prices the least. ^ 

In 1920, the retail price of butter in American cities was 93 per cent 
above pre-war price. The wholesale price was 101 per cent above 
that of the pre-war period, whereas the price paid to producers for 
butterfat was 113 per cent above pre-war level. In 1932 the price of 
butterfat to producers was 68 per cent of the pre-war price, the whole¬ 
sale price was 68 per cent and the retail price^ 76 per cent of the pre¬ 
war figure. The price of cheese in Wisconsin m 1932 averaged 69 per 
cent of the pre-war price, the wholesale price in New York was 85 per 
cent of that of pre-war time, and the retail prices in cities, 104 per 
cent of the pre-war amount. 

Prices to producers fluctuate more violently than retail prices in 
times of inflation and deflation because freight rates and other distribu¬ 
tive charges change slowly. These items make up a material part of 



the retail price of dairy products, so that small changes in retail prices 
are accompanied by much larger changes in prices to producers. 

In addition to the changes in relationships between farm, wholesale, 
and retail prices of dairy products, there have been marked changes in 
price relationships among ^erent farm products. For the four years 
1917 to 1920, the farm price of feed grains averaged 214 per cent of 
pre-war prices; during the same period the farm price of dairy prod¬ 
ucts averaged 160 per cent that of pre-war times. During the war 
inflation, prices of grains rose earlier and farther than those of dairy 
products. (Fig. 45.) With prices of dai^ products relatively low as 
compared with those of grain and feedstuns, there was litde emansion 
in dairy production. Total production of butter (farm and mctory) 
was omy^ 1.5 per cent larger in 1919 than in 1909, and this was the 
smallest increase between two census years since the census of dairy 
products was first taken in 1849. 

The Deflation of 1920 

Figure 45 shows that in the deflation of 1920, farm prices of grain and 
meat an i m a ls declmed earlier and farther than those of dairy products. 
In the 10-year period 1921 to 1930, farm prices of feed grains averaged 
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116 per cent of pre-war prices, whereas those of dairy products aver¬ 
aged 138 per cent of pre-war prices. The decade 1920-1929 was a 
period of relatively high prices of dairy products as compared with 
those of grain, and there was a marked expansion in the dairy industry. 
Butter production (farm and factory) was 31 per cent greater in 1929 
than in 1919, in marked contrast to the 1.5 per cent increase during the 
preceding decade. 

With me price decline in the three years 1930-1932, changes in 
relationships have been much the same as those that occurred m the 
deflation of 1920H21. Prices of feed grains declined earlier and farther 
than those of dairy products. Even though farm prices of dairy prod¬ 
ucts are unusually low they are relatively high when compared with 
those of grains and of many other farm products. 

The rapid decline in prices of cattle and milk cows in relation to 
those of other commodities in the period 1915-1925 discouraged the 
raising of heifers, and in the decade 1921-1930 there was relatively 
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little change m milk-cow numbers in the coimtry as a whole. The 
increase during this period amounted to oidy 0.4 per cent per year. 
During this same period the population in the United States in¬ 
creased at a rate of 1.4 per cent per year. The number of milk cows 
increased most rapidly m the Western States. In the North Central 
States, where the bulk of the manufactured dairy products is pro¬ 
duced, the rate of increase in milk-cow numbers was decidedly greater 
than for the United States as a whole. In the South Central States 
numbers increased, but at a less rapid rate than in the North Central 
or Western States. In the North and South Atlantic States there was 
a downward trend in mdlk-cow numbers. 

In contrast with the slight upward trend in nulk-cow numbers in 
the decade 1920-1929, the 3-year period 1930-1932 has been a period 
of rapid increase in cow numbers. The increase was due primarily to 
the rapid increase in milk-cow prices in the period 1925—1930, and to 
high prices of dairy products as compared with those of other farm 
products. In 1931, the increase in cow numbers was the largest in 
over 30 years. This increase has been general in aU parts of the 
country. 
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Distribution of Dairy Cattle 

Although there was considerable geographic variation m the in¬ 
crease in milk-cow numbers during the last decade, about two-thirds 
of the TTtilk cows are in the North Central and North Atlantic States, 
Milk cows are most numerous in the areas with cheap feed, natural 
pastures, near the large urban centers. 

Although there was relatively little change in milk-cow numbers in 
the decade 1920-1929, there was an increase in milk production per 
cow, so that total milk production increased. Production of manu¬ 
factured dairy products mcreased at the rate of 2.4 per cent per year, 
compared with a 1.4 per cent per year increase in population. 

Although there was a rapid increase in dairy production during the 
postwar period, it was not exceptionally large when compared with 
mcreasedL production of other commodities; total industrial produc¬ 
tion in the United States increased at the rate of 3.6 per cent per year. 

There is a wide variety of manufactured dairy products, but about 
80 per cent of the whole milk used in production of manufactured 
dairy products was used for butter—creamery and farm butter com¬ 
bined. Cheese, next in importance, required about 8 per cent of the 
milk, evaporated milk required about 6 per cent, ice cream, 5 per 
cent, and condensed milk, 1 per cent. Powdered whole milk, pow¬ 
dered cream, and malted milk required less than 0.5 per cent of the 
milk. 

It is estimated that in 1931 about 55 per cent of the 105,000,000,000 
pounds of milk produced in the United States was used in factory 
production of dairy products and in the making of farm butter. 

Although there was a marked upward trend m the total production 
of manufactured products in the decade 1921-1930, there was a good 
deal of variation among the products manufactured, reflecting differ¬ 
ences in demand. 

Total manufactured da^ production increased at the rate of 2,4 per 
cent per year. Of the principal products, ice cream, evaporated milk, 
and ^eese show the largest rates of increase and increased faster than 
the total of all manufactured products. The rate of increase in butter 
production was somewhat less than the rate of increase for all products. 
The production of condensed case goods declined, largely as a result of 
the decrease in foreign demand. 

Cheddar cheese is the most important type produced in the United 
States. In the period 1921-1930, cheddar-cheese production in¬ 
creased at the rate of 3.3 per cent per year. The production of cream 
and Neufchatel cheese and of Italian varieties increased rapidly, 
the rates of increase being 12.5 and 9.5 per cent per year, respec¬ 
tively, The general trend of Swiss, brick, and Munster production 
was downward. 

Shift to Factory Butter 

A striking development in the dairy industry in the period 1921-1930 
was the shift in the production of butter from farm to factory. Total 
butter production increased at the rate of 2 per cent per year. Cream¬ 
ery-butter production increased at the rate of 4.3 per cent per year, but 
farm-butter production, as shown by the census, decreased about 2.9 

S ee cent per year. In 1919, about 45 per cent of the total butter pro- 
uced in the United States was farm butter; in 1929, only 25 per cent 
was farm butter. Very little farm butterisfoundonthelargermarkets, 
practically all being consumed locally. 
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Another marked development -was the rapid increase in the manu¬ 
facture of skim-milk products, indicath^ a more complete utilization 
of the by-products of the dairy industry. These increases in produc¬ 
tion have been particularly large for powdered skim Tninr and dried or 
powdered buttermilk, the rates of increase being approximately 20 per 
cent per year. The production of cottage, pot, and bakers cheese, 
dried casein, and milk sugar each increased at the rate of 10 per cent or 
more per year. 

In the years 1929-1931 the upward trend in production of manufac¬ 
tured dairy products was not maintained. Production was somewhat 
less in 1932 than in 1931. The three years 1930—1932 were years of 
exceptionally poor pastures, which curtailed summer production. 
Feed supplies m 1930 and 1931 were relatively small. These factors, 
together with the low prices of dairy products, tended to curtail dairy 
production. 

With the general price decline of the last three years, wages and 
pay rolls have been reduced. _ This reduction in consumer purchasing 
power has resulted in a drastic curtailment of consumer expenditures 
for dairy products. With the volume of dairy production being main¬ 
tained m fairly lai^e^ volmne, retail prices of dairy products have 
declined about one-thud since 1929 in order that the supply might be 
moved into consumption. 

The general decline in prices has curtailed the demand for butter 
and cheese for storj^e. In the three years 1930-1932, which were 
years of declining prices, about 16 per cent of the butter produced in 
the months from May to Aiigust was moved into storage. In contrast, 
during the three years of rising prices, 1917-1919, about 28 per cent 
of the butter produced in the suinmer months was moved into storage. 
In the period of fairly stable prices, 1925-1929, the movement into 
storage in the summOT period was 21 per cent of production. 

In the period of rising prices, nearly one-half of the cheese produced 
during the summer months was moved into storage, as contrasted with 
about one-fifth during the period of declining prices. 

Changes in Foreign Trade 

Although at present the foreign trade of the United States in dairy 
products is small as compared with domestic consumption, marked 
shifts have taken place. Exports of butter and cheese reached a peak 
about 1880. But with the banning of the present century the 
foreign trade of the United States shifted from a net-e^ort to a net- 
import basis. This net-import basis has been maintained up to the 
present time except for temporary war-time revival of exports. 

The excess of imports over exports reached a peak in 1926-27, when 
net imports were equivalent to about 1,250,000,000 pounds of milk or 
slightly more than 1 per cent of the total production in the Umted 
States. Since that date the volume of net unportations has dedined 
steadily. 

Exports, first of cheese and then of butter, practically disappeared 
from the foreign trade of the United States. Exports, predommately 
of concentrated milk, amounting in 1919 to about S per cent of totm 
production, fell off sharply with the cessation of the World War. Ex¬ 
ports of concentrated milk continue, but have been greatiy reduced. 

In the import trade of the United States cheese continues to pre¬ 
dominate. Imports of fresh milk and cream from Canada in 1926 and 
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1927 were ejiuivalcnt to about 400,000,000 pounds of milk. The tariff 
act of 1930 increased the rates on milk and cream, and as a result milk 
and cream imports have fallen off rapidly, and are now unimportant.^ 
Butter imports recently have been of very small volume and practi¬ 
cally balanced by exports. It is dgnificant that after the World War, 
when production in foreign countries was increasing more rapidly than 
recovery^ was being made in the purchasii^ power of European con¬ 
sumers, imports of butter into the United States reached a maximum 
of 37,000,000 pounds. 

Although the foreign trade of the United States in dairy products has 
been sm^ in recent years, fore^n prices of butter and cheese have 
affected domestic prices. In relation to the present low prices of daily 
products and present tariff levels, however, the ad valorem rate is 
unusually high. 

E. W. Gatjmnitz, E. E. Vial, and J. B. Shepard, 

Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


B reeding Better Dairy Man was a breeder of domestic ani- 
Cattle Facilitated by mals before the dawn of the iron age. 
Studies in Genetics and he has followed that vocation 

through all the succeeding stages of 
civilization. His creatures to-day are a vast improvement over the 
stock from which they sprang, but how does this development com¬ 
pare with that represented by the watch that marks time for him, the 
automobile that carries him on his daily errands, or the radio that 
entertains him during his leisure hours? 

If all the dairy cows in the United States to-day were economical 
producers of milk and butterfat, no further improvement would be 
necessary and we could let well enoi^h alone. But such is not the 
case. Even in our dairy herd-improvement associations, where the 
average production is well above that of the average for all milking 
cows m the United States, one-third of the cows on tost fail to return 
enough to pay for their feed, one-third earn only their keep, and only 
one-third earn a profit over feed cost. There may have been a time in 
the early days of the automotive industry when only one-third of the 
cars were successful, but that day has loi^ since passed. The air¬ 
plane industry, if it had a like record of inefficiency, would have been 
ruined in its infancy. Yet this inefficiency continues in the business of 
dairy-cattle breeding. 

Progress by Pioneer Breeders 

It is to the everlasting credit of the pioneer breeders of livestock that 
they made measurable progress without the benefit of precise knowl¬ 
edge of the laws of heredity. They were keen observers, and their eye 
for cattle was their stock in trade. By careful selection they wrought 
imj)rovement where scores of others failed. This ability has been 
variously refen-ed to as intuition, keen insight, a gift, or a special en¬ 
dowment which came only to a sdect few. It was generally thought 
that without it no one could achieve peimanent success, even though 
he ^ed to imitate the practices of tne breed improvers. But at the 
beginning of the present century, the science of genetics was bom with 
the resumection of the published results of the experiments by Gregor 
MendeL 
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The need of further knowledge about the laws of heredity has stimu¬ 
lated the efforts of investigators during the intervening years, with the 
result that it is now possible to apply the available information to 
developmg a method of livestock breeding that will largely eli^nate 
imcertaintv and risk. 

It is probable that the proportion of unprofitable dairy cow^s in the 
entire cow population is larger than one-third. But even if the ratio is 
no more than one in three, it is enough to throw a severe burden of loss 
on dairy farmers. About 5^000.000 heifers are raised each year to pro¬ 
vide replacements for milking herds. According to the fi^es of the 
dairy-herd associations, one-third of these heifers, or 1,666,666, will 
faff to produce enough milk to pay for the feed they consume. They 
will be close to 3 yeare old, on the average, before this deficiency is dis¬ 
closed, and by that time the cost of raising and keeping them will have 
reached $100 or $150 each, depending on how they nave been handled. 
When the tester’s scales reveal their lack of milk-producmg ability, 
the butcher will buy them for $25 to $50 a head. The dairyman will 
write off a net loss of $75 to $100 on each, but he will rarely ask, 
''What about it?” Unfortunately, not enough of these bovine mort¬ 
gage builders are detected and elinoinated in their tender years. Too 
many axe allowed to clutter up barns and poke their noses into mangers 
year after year, and in return they add Iheir in^vidually meager share 
to an already overabundant milk supply, which at times threatens 
to wash away aU the profits of dairy farmers. Nor is that all, for the 
other 1,666,666 heifers that are expected merely to break even with 
the feed bill, naust surely be gifted with beauty or sociability if they 
are allowed to linger in the bams, straddling the profit and loss line. 

Staggering Lfoss From Poor Animals 

For the present, we may be able to endure the profitless society of 
the 1,666,666 heifers that break even, but surely we must do some¬ 
thing about the other 1,666,666 that drain the profits from the milk- 
producing business, causing a loss that amounts to the staggering total 
of $124,999,950 when we figure the cost of raising the heifers at $75 a 
head. Cold economics will finally force a quest for knowledge needed 
to overcome this loss. 

Geneticists, like most other scientists^ have set out to unveil the 
mysteries of nature. Much of the experimental breeding work which 
has been done is apparently far removed from the practical field of 
breeding better dairy cattle. Many of the investigations reported are 
carried on writh plants, and many more with insects and small labora¬ 
tory animals. After sitting, weighing, and studying a vast amount of 
information, observing men have uncovered certam facts about the 
working of the laws of heredity. Recordmg the breeding results ob¬ 
tained by crossmg plants or animals that have contrasted character¬ 
istics, these men have gradually bufit up an understanding of how 
hereditary characteristics are transmitted from parent to oftsprmg. 

Many variations in hereditaiy characteristics, observed in every 
herd of cattle, are now easily explained. When Holstein was mated to 
Holstein everyone expected Holstein offspring, and they were not dis¬ 
appointed. But how many breeders asked why this was true? No 
one seemed greatly interested, it just had to be that way. It never 
occurred to a breeder that the get of Holsteins were Holsteins because 
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they inherited Holstein characteristics from their parents in accord¬ 
ance with the laws of heredity. But when black and white Holstein 
parents produced a red and white Holstein calf, then the breath of 
scandal touched this particular matii^ and the unfortunate calf was 
hustled into oblivion and even the breed association refused to give it 
a number, though its pai’ents may have theretofore begat numerous 
orthodox progeny. 

“Off-Color” Animals no Longer a Mystery 

Genetics can explain this phenomenon and remove the stain of 
doubt from the parentage of t!^ calf; but nobody can remove from 
the sire and dam the genetic taint that has come down to them in the 
germ plasm through numerous generations from some early foreign 
progenitor that was red and white. Even denjdng registration to off- 
colored aniniflla since the founding of the Holstein-Friesian Association 
of America has not been effective in entirely elinimating this inherited 
trait. But the occasional appearance of the trait is nolonger-amystery. 
Other facts regarding inheritance in cattle can be explained. Perhaps 
that part of genetic knowledge available for use as an aid to dairy- 
cattle breeders is meager in comparison with similar information m 
other fields, but it is evident that a constructive program can be 
formulated. 

First of all, it is known that the ability to produce milk is a heredi¬ 
tary characteristic. In other words^ this ability is transmitted from 
both parents to the offspring. The inheritance of this trait is not so 
simple as that of coat color, presence or absence of horns, or broken or 
solid color, but nevertheless, it follows the laws of heredity. Since the 
ability of the heifer is inherited from its parents, the wise breeder wiU 
develop his herd from analyzed parental stock. This means testing his 
animals for milk and butterfat production. In the case of females such 
records do not necessarily indicate their transmitting ability, but they 
offer a mark from which to measure progress of the succeedmg genera¬ 
tion. When a female has tested progeny, their records compared with 
her own give the best measure of her transmitting ability. As stated 
above, the milk-producing function is inherited from both parents. 
This is the breeder’s good fortune, as it enables him to build up his 
herd rapidly by centering his attmtion on the selection of herd sires. 
Here is the key to assured breeding progress—the contmuous use of 
sires having known transmitting abilityWhat they are transmitting 
has been determined by comparing the individual production records 
of six or more of their unselected daughters with the records of the 
dams of these daughters. Additional pairs of daughters and dams 
make the proof more dependable. The breeding-permrmance records 
of such sires will be repeated as long as they are used. Sires selected as 
herd improvers must nave demonstrated their ability to beget daugh¬ 
ters aU or most of which produce more tnillr and butterfat than their 
dams produced under sumlar ^vironmental conditions. Use of such 
sires assures a steady increase in the average production of the herd, 
and also laigely elic^ates the costly burden of raising heifers to be 
disposed of as culls. Such sires can be used with the certainty that 
more than one in three of their daughters will earn a profit and i^t far 
fewer than one in three will fail to pay for their feed. 
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Ixifluence of the Proved Sire 

The first cross of such a proved sire on an ordinary herd of daiiy 
cows mi^t be compared to pouring a glass of red ink into a glass of 
water. The result wordd be a pink mixture. Into the germ plasm of 
the herd this prepotent sire pours his better heritage for nulk production 
and the result is that the new generation is genetically better than the 
older one. Use of the next sire would correspond to adding to the 
pink mixture another glass of red ink, which would deepen the color 
of the mixture. If the process were repeated the mixture would finally 
be so deeply colored as to pass for pure red ink. And so the contribu¬ 
tions of these prepotent sires in sequence would graduallv build up the 
inheritance for nulk production in the herd until it is pure for a high 
and profitable level of production. This should be the flim of all 
forward-looking breeders, for herds bred in this pure-line fashion could 
then supply young herd sires that possessed the inheritance to trans¬ 
mit increased production. They would carry only factors for high 
production and would transmit them to their progeny. There is need 
to adopt such a constructive breeding practice to-day, for there is no 
other Imown way to secure widespread breed improvement. The pres¬ 
ent methods, which involve extensive and costly culling, are too waste¬ 
ful to endure now that science has unlocked the secrets of inheritance. 

The supply of bulls proved to be prepotent for high production is too 
limited to afford one for each dairy herd. The small supply and the 
additional care required in handling old bulls put this program beyond 
the reach of most small dairy farmers, and so it is recommended only 
for those who have the time and aptitude for livestock development. 
Such a breedii^ program should be attractive to this class of dairv- 
men, for there is a continually growing demand for young bulls that 
can lie used with a^urance of success. The spread of genetic Imowl- 
edge through breeding schools and other extension effort is awakening 

E eater interest in the potential ability of young bulls. When the pure- 
le breeder has reached the stage where he has largely eliminated low- 
production factors from herd he will find a ready market for young 
sires of pure-line-production breeding. Li the meantime, his market 
will grow up with his breeding progress, since prospective buyers of 
young bulls are now urged to select only those that are by sires of 
known ability for transmitting high-production levels. Although such 
sires have usually demonstrated this ability through their daughters, 
there is sufficient proof that their sons wiU also carry the same inher¬ 
itance for a high level of milk production shown by the daughters. 
When the breeder adopts this program of continuously using proved 
sires to develop a pure-line herd, he sets himself up as a purveyor 
of sons of a proved bull; and each step upward toward the pure 
line increases the value of his young bul&. Those to whom he sells 
could well reflect his progress m their own herds by using his young 
bulls with ever-improving production inheritance. 

Way to Success Fully Charted 

Pure-line-produotion breeding offers a new stimulus to the business 
of breeding profitable dairy cattle, for it is only recently that the way 
to ultimate success has been fully charted. Those who have the 
instinct for gambling on results which might follow the use of this or 
that young bull and those who still have complete faith in the promise 
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of pedigree will likely carry on as before, but in the end they will fall 
by the wayside, as have their predecessors of like faith and belief. 
Successful and constructive bree^g has no short cuts, but at least it 
has been stripped of its mystery, and a definite plan that assures 
worth-while achievement has been set up. 

M. H. Fohrmax, Bureau of Dairy Industry. 


B etter Feed Crops and When periods of adversity overtake 
Pastures Needed to Cut the dairy farmer he can not close up 
Dairy Production Costs his business and wait for better times. 

In the first place he has not, in most 
cases, accumulated sufficient reserve so that he can ^ord to close up 
and, in the second place, it would not be the economical thing even if 
he could. His overhead expense would continue. His cows would need 
to be fed and cared for even though they were not milked. He must 
carry on. But there are some thmgs he can do to reduce the cost of 
producing rrulk. 

In the United States there is an impressively large number of fields of 
low-yielding crops, and an even more impressive dearth of good perma¬ 
nent pastures. The first step in reducing feed costs is to raise better 
crops and to improve the pastures. Much of the money spent for feed 
at the store would bring better returns if spent for hme and super¬ 
phosphate for the son. The next step is to select and raise the crops 
that will produce suitable feed at the lowest cost per unit of nutrients. 
For example, crop-cost studies indicate that nutrients are produced 
more cheaply in the form of alfalfa hay than in soybean hay and that 
in general the hays provide nutrients more cheaply than the small 
grains. The third step is to adopt a definite, weU-thought-out crop¬ 
ping system that will provide the dairy herd with an abundance of 
suitable feed at all seasons. To do this, one must estimate the require¬ 
ments of his herd for pasture and hay, and in many cases for silage and 
grain also. The acreage to be devoted each year to the different crops 
can then be calculated and a definite station adopted. The fourth 
step is to see that all crops are saved in the condition in which they 
are best suited for feeding the dairy herd.^ This applies particularly 
to the hays. Bright, leafy, early cut hay is not only more nutritious 
than inferior hay, but since the cows will eat more of it, such good hay 
makes possible a reduction in the allowance of grain. 

Cost Records Covering 14 Years 

The Bureau of Dairy Industry has done much experimental work 
that has provided information on the economical production of milk. 
For 14 years the bureau kept accurate records of all costs connected 
with the raising of various crops at the Beltsville, Md., station. The 
records indicated that alfalfa was not only the best hay but also the 
cheapest hay. Alfalfa hay was grown at a cost per ton of about two- 
thirds that of soybean hay. And this was on a soil ordinarily consid¬ 
ered unsuited to alfalfa. Alfalfa, com, and permanent pastures were 
the crops that showed the greatest profits. A rotation of alfalfa and 
com was adopted. AU the com was placed in the silo. A rotation of 
three years oi alfalfa and two years of com provided roughage in about 
the desired quantities. A rotation of three years of alfalfa and three 
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years of com would have provided the roughage, the bedding, and one- 
third the grain ration. The bureau also demonstrated that a good per¬ 
manent pasture could be established in a few years’ time and for a small 
cash outlay, on an old, wom-out soil. The soil used in the demonstra¬ 
tion was incapable of producing more than 10 bushels of com to the 
acre, yet a good permanent pasture was established on it by applying 
to each acre a total of 1 ton of ground limestone and 300 pounds of 
fertilizer, mostly superphosphate, and by applications of cow manure. 

Experimental work at the Huntly, Mont., station diowed that when 
cows are fed generously on a good quality of alfalfa hay the grain in 
the ration can be cut in haK or even eliminated entirely. At other field 
stations the bureau found that cows will eat more of a nicely cured hay 
than they will of hay that has been damaged by exposure to the sun 
and rain; also that they will eat more of an early cut nay than of a hay 
cut at a more mature stage. Furthermore, experunents in dairy-cattle 
nutrition at Beltsville indicated that cows fed continuously on a poor 
grade of grass hay do not produce normal calves. No such trouble was 
experienced when the cows were fed a hay that retained much of its 
natural green color. 

Recognizing the importance of good hay in economical and efficient 
feeding of d^y cows, the bureau is studying different methods of cur¬ 
ing and storing hay. At the Lewisburg, Tenn., station an artificial hay 
d^er has been operated for three seasons to determine its practica¬ 
bility and the conditions required for its most effective operation. 
That it will make an excellent quality of hay of high nutritive value 
and save aU the leaves has been thoroughly demonstrated. 

The making and feeding of grass silage, a practice that is popular in 
certain foreign coimtries, is also under investigation on the theory that 
if grass can be successfully and economically ensiled at a stage of ma¬ 
turity in which it still contains a high percentage of protein, it by 
itself will make a complete ration for dairy cows in the winter just as 
pasture grass makes a complete ration in the summer. If grass silage 
can be successfully made, the dairy farmer’s system of cropping can be 
greatly simplified since he will ne^ to raise only grass. 

Permanent Pasture the Most Neglected Crop 

Permanent pastme is the most neglected of all farm crops. The poor¬ 
est, roughest, stoniesti or most swampy part of the farm generally is 
devoted to pasture. There can be no objection to this practice because 
such land can be better utilized for pasture than for any other crop. 
There is an objection, however, to letting the pastures shift for them¬ 
selves and to become depleted in fertility and grow up in weeds. Re¬ 
ports show that many pastures even in regions well adapted to the 
growth of grass produce only enough grass per acre in a season to keep 
one good milking cow for 30 days, whereas other pastures in the same 
region keep a cow three or four times as long. By no stretch of ^e 
imagination can these poor pastures be tenned profitable for milking 
cows, and their continued use in that condition is indefensible. Espe¬ 
cially is this true since it has been abundantly demonstrated that mod¬ 
erate applications of lime (where needed), superphosphate, and manure 
will work wonders in improving yields, promoting the growth of the 
clovers and reducing the growth of weeds. There is no more reason to 
be satisfied with 30 days’ grazing to the acre when it is possible to get 
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100 days, than there is to be satisfied with 20 bushels of corn to the 
acre when it is possible to raise 60 bushels. 

Judgment must be used in applying fertilizers to pastures. Nitro¬ 
gen fertilizers, for instance^ are not ordy expensive but are effective 
only in the presence of considerable moisture. ^ Over a great portion of 
the United States there is a deficiencv of moisture in the soil during 
the summer and early fall because of the hot, drying^ weather. For 
this reason benefit from applying nitrogen in summer is not expected 
to be so great in such regions as m the cooler and more humid regions 
of Europe. It has been found, however, that applications of nitrogen 
will promote the growth of grass early in the spring so that the pastures 
will be ready for grazing somewhat earlier than usual, also that the 
nitrogen increases the yield of grass in the spring w^e there is con¬ 
siderable moisture in the soil. It is not unlikdy that it would be more 
profitable to follow the English recommendations and depend upon le¬ 
gumes to furnish most if not all the nitrogen, though the cost of the 
feeds which w^ould be replaced by the extra grass produced by nitrogen 
fertilization is a determining factor. The higher the cost of dairy feeds 
the more profitable the application of nitrogen is likely to be. 

It has been found that a complete fertilizer increases the protein con¬ 
tent of the grass and that on poor soils it also increases the mineral 
content of the grass. This means, of course, that the grass grown on 
fertile soils is more nutritious than that on poor soils. There are re¬ 
gions in the United States where the soil is so deficient in phosphorus 
that the herbage will not properly nourish animals. In such regions 
applications of superphosphate or other phosphorous-carrying ferti¬ 
lizers are particularljr beneficial, both to the yields of the herbage and 
to the proper nutrition of the animals. 

Rather Close Grazing Advisable 

It appears lairly well established that pastures should be grazed 
rather closely, yet not so closely that the animals will be unable to 
gather their nU. There are several reasons for this. Cows preier short 
grass to long grass; there is a decrease in the content of protein as the 
grass matures; close grazi^ enables the low-growing clovers to with¬ 
stand better the competition of the masses. 

The dairy farmer who has an abundance of good pasture, a bam full 
of good home-OTown hay and a silo full of silage, is prepared for adver¬ 
sity; it is the dairy farmer not thus fortified who wiU have to take the 
count. 

^e next problem is making the best use of this feed. Since the nu¬ 
trients in home-grown roughages are cheaper than those in purchased 
concentrates, it is obvious that the first consideration in feeding is to 
make the fullest possible use of^ the home-grown materials. Cows 
should be fed to the limit of their appetites on roughage and given 
only enoi^h concentrates in addition to perfect the ration as regards 
the protein, the minerals and the total nutrients required. 

The necessity for adequate protein in the ration is so well recognized 
that it need not be discussed nere other than to say that the existing 
feeling against the use of cottonseed meal is unwarranted and is un¬ 
fortunate because it reduces the use of cottonseed meal, one of the 
cheapest sources of protein. At BeltsviUe, numerous experimental at¬ 
tempts to injure cows by feeding them cottonseed meal have failed. 
Heavy feeding of cottonseed meal at other stations likewise has caused 
no bad results, when the roughage was of at least fair quality. 
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So far as minerals are concerned, it appears that the dairyman who 
allows his cows gr^ or other green forage in the summer and nicely 
cured hay in the winter, especiall^y if this hay is raised on a fertile soil, 
need have little worry about ininerals. However, if he wishes to be 
certain that his cows are receiving an adequate amount of minerals he 
can use wheat bran as a part of the concentrate ration when the cows 
are fed a legume ha^, and steamed bone meal as 2 or more per cent of 
tibe concentrate ration when the cows are fed a nonl^uminous rough- 
age. There are areas in the North Central States where cows need 
more iodiue than they normallv receive. This deficiency can easily be 
corrected by supplying iodized salt. 

Methods of Apportioning Grain 

The usual method of apportioning grain to the different cows is sadly 
in need of improvement. The feeding of 1 pound of grain to 3 or 4 
pounds of milk, depending upon the percentage of fat in the milk, is 
crude, inaccurate, and not in accordance with accepted feeding stand¬ 
ards. One pound of a grain mixture ordinarily contains between 0.70 
and 0.76 pound of digestible nutrients; 1 pound of Holstein milk re- 

a uires about 0.30 pound of digestible nutrients for its production. 

>ne pound of grain is enough for only 2.5 pounds of Holstem milk in¬ 
stead of for 4 pounds. Similar calculations show that 1 pound of grain 
is not enough for 3 pounds of Jersey milk. Now if cows always ate just 
enough roughage to support their needs for maintenance, it would be 
easy to apportion the grain by allowing 1 pound for a certain number 
of pounds of milk. But cows seldom eat the exact quantities of rough- 
^e required for maintenance. In fact, when the very best alfalfa hay 
is fed, the cows will consume enough to provide the necessary nutri¬ 
ents both for maiutenance and for production of 25 or more pounds of 
milk a day. It seems that the sensible way to feed cows would be to 
find out how much roughage they are eatmg, estimate how much, if 
any, production would be t^en care of by the roughage that is eaten 
in addition to that required for maintenance, and Bien give each cow 
the quantity of gram needed to satisfy her nutrient requirements. 
Farmers mterested in feeding cows according to their requirements 
may obtam information on short cuts in figuring rations by addressing 
the Bureau of Dairy Industry, Washington, D. C. 

To summarize: Feed costs can be reduced by raising better and more 
suitable crops, by following definite crop rotations, by giving more at¬ 
tention to making hay, and by improving the pastures. As home¬ 
grown roughage is the cheapest feed it should be used to the fullest 
extent and only enough grain fed to meet the nutrient requirements of 
individual cows. 

T. E. Woodward, Bureau qf Dairy Industry, 

R ecords That show Each Ever since dairying has been con- 
Cow’s Output Are Basis ducted on a commercial basis dairy- 
bi of Successful Dairying men have known that high-produc¬ 
ing cows are more profitable than 
those of lower production, but they have not generally realized just 
how much is to be gained by increasing the average production of the 
herd by only a few pounds. Such information is available, however, as 
the result of a study of nearly 220,000 yearly individual records of the 
cows on test in dairy herd-improvement associations in 1931. 
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Relation of Production, Feed Cost, and Income 

The records where the butterfat was sold at 30 cents a pound have 
been summarized in Table 11 to show the rate at which income over 
cost of feed advanced as production per cow increased. 

Table 11.— Rate at which income overfeed cost advances as huUerfat production per 

cow increases 


Average 
batterfat 
produc¬ 
tion per 
cow 

Value of 
product 

Feed 
cost per 
cow 

Income 
over feed 
cost iper 
cow 

Pounds 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

100 

80 

34 

-4 

150 

45 

37 

8 

200 

60 

41 

19 

250 

75 1 

1 46 

29 

300 

90 1 

52 

38 

350 

105 

56 

49 

400 

120 

60 

60 

450 

135 

64 , 

. 71 

500 

150 

68 

82 


These figures show that the h^her-producing cows ate more feed 
than did lower producers, but that their buttenat production was so 
much greater that they always excelled the lower producers in gross 
income and in income over cost of feed. The figures not only show 
that the high-producing cow is the most profitable cow, but they 
show to what degree she excels. For instance when the butterfat sold 
at 30 cents a pound the cow that produced 100 pounds of butterfat 
a year was carried at a loss. The cow that produced 300 pounds 
returned almost 5 times as much in income over cost of feed as the 
cow that produced 150 pounds, and the cow that produced 500 pounds 
returned more than 10 times as much income over cost of feed as the 
cow that produced 150 pounds. 

Furthermore, high-producing cows are an important factor in suc¬ 
cessful dairying because of the favorable influence they exert on the 
market supply of milk and butterfat. One 500-pound cow not only 
makes more mcome over feed cost than 10 cows that produce 150 
poimds of butterfat each, but the 500-poimd cow places only 500 
pounds of butterfat on the market while the 10 cows place 1,500 
pounds on the market. Low-producing cows not only waste the time 
of their owners,^ but they are an important factor in flooding the 
market with dairy products that sometimes have been produced at 
a loss. 


Profitable and Unprofitable Cows in Nearly Every Herd 

In neyly every dairy herd there are both profitable and unprofitable 
cows. Whether the herd will be profitable or not depends on which 
class predominates. If in a herd of 20 cows there are only 1 or 2 
unprofitable cows the herd may yield a satisfactory profit, out that 
profit would be greater if there were no loafers in the herd. 

It is sometimes asked: “How does the highest-producing cow in the 
herd compare with the lowest producer m the same herd?” The 
difference between the top and bottom cows, of course, will vary a 
great deal in different herds, but the results of a preliminary tabulation 
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of records of 20-cow herds in the dairy herd-improvement associations 
are enlightening. According to this tabulation, the highest-producing 
cow in the average 20-cow herd produced more milk and butterfat 
than the 2 lowest producers in the same herd; she returned as much 
income over cost of feed as the 3 lowest producers, and more net profit 
than the 7 lowest producers. Comparea to the highest-producing cow, 
the 7 lowest prodncers consumed five and one-half times as much in 
dollars worth of feed,^ they returned less net profit, and they placed 
four times as much milk and butterfat on the market. Here again we 
have an example of low-producing cows flooding the market with milk 
produced at a loss. 

Fewer and Better Cows 

Thousands of dairymen are feeding and milking low-producing or 
unprofitable cows, when they might easily raise the average production 
of their herds^ and make a greater profit by keepii^ fewer out better 
cows. But without records to guide them, their efforts to build such 
a herd would necessarily be based on ^esswork. 

Every dairyman should manage to obtain records of the production, 
feed cost, and income of every cow on his farm. Eecords are the 
foundation on which he must build for progress; they are the instru¬ 
ments through which successful dairying is made possible. Whether 
he himself tests his cows, weighs their feed, and computes their income, 
or assigns the job to somebody else^ is of secondary importance; the 
important thing is that he gets the information. 

How Records May Be Obtained Economically 

Usually the most satisfactory and economical method of getting 
the necessa^ records is through memberdiip in a dairy herd-improve¬ 
ment association. A dairy herd-improvement a^ociation is an organ¬ 
ization of about 26 dairy farmers who cooperatively employ a man to 
test their cows for milk and butterfat production and to determine the 
cost of that production for every cow in the herd. The records thus 
obtained enable the owner to determine the kinds and amounts of 
feed that he may feed to each cow for economical production, and 
to locate the unprofitable cows and eliminate them from his herd. 
Membership in one of these associations usually costs about $3 a year 
per cow. 

That the average member of a dairy herd-improvement association 
makes good use of the records and other infomation he obtc^ is 
evident from the fact that the average production of all association 
cows has steadily increased year after year throughout the 25 years 
the associations have been operating. The cows on test in these 
associations in 1931 averaged 306 pounds of butterfat, or 91 pounds 
more than the cows in the first association in 1906; this is ^ple 
evidence that it is possible not only to raise the averse production of 
a dairy herd, but that it may be raised largely by intelligent use of 
information obtained from association records. 

Keep the Best, Cull the Rest 

No dairyman should allow himself to become a slave to his herd. 
Through intelligent culling, feeding, and breeding, even a low-produc¬ 
ing herd can soon be transformed into a higher-producing and more 
profitable herd. Herd-improvement association records indicate that 
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the first step in the improvement of a dairy herd is intelligent feeding. 
Every cow m the herd should have a chance to demonstrate what she 
can do when well fed. If she does not respond to good feed and care 
she should be discarded. This procedure should be continued until 
only profitable producers are left. 

A certain member of a dairy herd-improvement association owned 
20 cows. The production and income records showed that three of 
them ^d not produce enough to pay for the feed they ate. He was 
offered $120 for the best cow in his herd. Her yearly record showed 
that she had returned $125 above her feed cost. After consulting his 
records, he decided it would be wiser to sell the poorest three cows to 
the butcher for $120 than to part with his highest-producing cow. 
By selling the poorest three cows he accomplished three thmgs— 
he cut labor costs, increased his working capital, and added to his 
profits. 

Step Production Up 

No herd is hopeless. Close culling will nearly always lift even the 
poorest herd to a profit-bearing level. Even if close^ culling alone 
doesn’t do this, it always wm if followed by intelligent breeding 
and feeding. Even in times of falling prices for dauy products, 
culling will help step production up to a more profitable level. 

One member of a^ dairy herd-improvement association is making 
more money from his dairy herd now than he did several years ago 
when prices for dairy products were higher. The records showed that 
the average production of the 11 cows on test in his herd in 1929 was 
266 pounds of butterfat per cow. Two years later the herd consisted 
of 9 cows whose average butterfat production was 366 pounds, an 
increase of exactly 100 pounds of butterfat per cow. Within these 
two years though the price of milk and butterfat had fallen the income 
over cost of feed for the 9 cows in 1931 exceeded that of the 11 cows 
in 1929. With higher production per cow his net income was higher 
though prices were lower. 

Records or Guesswork 

The daily hcrd-irnprovement association has taken much of the 
guesswork but of dairying. It measures progress. It tdls the dairy¬ 
man definitely whether Ins herd is profitable or unprofitable. It does 
more than this, it teUs him the extent of the profits and losses. Better 
yet, it tells him which cows are making the profits and which are 
causing the losses. This knowledge takes guesswork out of herd 
building. To be sure, the dairyman must take all known precautions 
to guard his herd against diseases. Having done this, he can rely 
on the yearly individual-cow production records of his herd to guide 
him in building a dairy herd that will improve his income. 

J. C. McDowell, Buremi oj Dairy Irulustry, 

Q uality in Dairy Products High quality in milk and other 
Depends on Numerous Factors dauy products does not neces- 
Other than the Butterfat sarily mean tiiat these prod¬ 
ucts contain a high percentage 
of butt^at, but rather that they are pleasing in flavor, body, texture, 
and appearance, and that they are clean and free from undesirable 
bacteria. 
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Because dairy leaders, health officials, and others have long realized 
the importance of quality, dairy products of high quality are to-day 
available to a large percentage of the people in the United States. 
The best interests of the dairy industi^, and of the people as well, 
will not be fully served, however, until the entire supply has been 
improved to such an extent that au consumers at all times can obtain 
dairy products of high quality. 

Quality Influences Consumption 

Dairy products occupy an important place in the human diet— 
important to the consumer from the standpoint of their nutritive 
value, and important to the producer from the standpoint of the 
quantity consumed. Dairy products will continue to hold this impor¬ 
tant place only so long as their quality is satisfactory to the consumer. 
Health officials and nutrition authorities urge the public to use dairy 
products regularly and liberally. The dairy industry will have this 
support only so long as it merits it by suppl3mig the consumer with 
products that meet the high standards that have been established for 
them. 

Since milk forms so large a part of the food for infants and children, 
and their health or even thdr life may depend upon this one food, the 
dairy industry is morally responsibile for providing the best mifk that 
can be produced and distributed. 

In addition to bring an essential food for children, high-quality milk 
is widely used by adults. When milk with an abnormal flavor is 
served, the average person detects the off flavor inmiediately and 
refuses to drink the milk. Serving such nulk repeatedly will, in a 
short time, cause a habitual milk drinker to discontinue the habit. 
On the other hand, in communities where the quality of milk is high, 
the per capita consumption is high. 

Butter occupies a unique place in the diet because of its chairacter- 
istic flavor and pleasing body and texture, ais well as its high nutritive 
value. Butter is almost the only fat used as a spread on bread. The 
flavor of many other foods is improved by addmg butter, if it is of 
high quality. Low-quality butter loses its unique place in the diet 
and may readily be replaced. The quantify of butter used is directly 
influenced by its quality. 

The prosperify of the dairy industry depends on mamtainJng an 
active demand for its products; this demand can be stimulated by 
providing the consumer with high-quality dairy products. 

Quality and the Farmer’s Income 

It is estimated that the dairy farmers of this country could increase 
their income by millions of dollars annually simpty by improvmg the 
qualify of the milk and cream they produce. The loss of income 
because of low qualify is incurred ritiier because the milk and cream 
are rejected at the market or because they are^ accepted only at a 
reducM price. Milk plants, wndenseries, or ice-cream or cheese 
factories can not use milk that is sour or that contains objectionable 
flavors. Such milk is usually returned to the producer^ who not only 
recrives no pay for it, but loses the cost of ite production. It is esti¬ 
mated that more than 1.5 per cent of all milk produced for market- 
milk purposes in file United States reaches the market unfit for use. 
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This causes an enormous financial loss to da^ farmers. Much of the 
milk delivered at milk plants meets the minimum requirements but 
is not of a quality as high as is desired. Many milk dealers who 
realize the importance of quali^ pay a premium for milk that is of 
higher quality than their minimum requirement; this premium is 
usually from 20 to 70 ceuts per hrmdred pounds. Other dealers apply 
thdr base price to milk of a high standard and pay 16 to 20 cents a 
hundred pmmds less for milk that is acceptable, but not up to their 
standard. Many dairy farmers do not produce milk that brings the 
highest price on their markets and th^ mcomes suffer accordingly. 

Among the manufactured dairy products, butter affords an ^ceUmt 
example of the rdation of quality to the farmers’ income. On the 
wholesale markets butter is graded according to quality, flavor being 
the principal factor consid erra. The importance of quality is reflected 
in the B elling prices of the several grades. For example, the average 
wholesale price of high-quality butter (93 score) on the New York 
City market for the 6-year period 1927-1931, was 41.83 cents a 
pound, while the average price of low-quality butter (88 score) was 
37.38 cents, or a difference of 4.45 cents a pound. 

It is evident that the farmer who markets cream that can be made 
only into 88-score butter should not receive as much for it as he shoidd 
for cream that can be made into 93-score butter.^ At some creamenes 
aU ^ades of cream are accepted and the price paid is in direct relation 
to me quality of butter that can be made from the cream. In this case 
the farmer who ddivers low-quality cream knows definitely how much 
his income is affected, and can change ^ practices amordtngly. Un¬ 
fortunately, however, at many creameries the same price per pound of 
butterfat is paid for all cream. The creamy that receives high- 
quality cream and makes high-quality butter is naturally able to pay 
^e farmer a higher price per pound of butterfat tixan the creamy 
that accepts low-quality cream and, therefore, makes low-quality 
butter. 

The main factors essential to the production of high-quality milk 
and cream are: (1) Clean and healthy cows and milkers; (2) small-top 
milk pails; (3) utensils thoroughly washed and treated to bacteria; 
(4) prompt cooling of milk or cream and keeping it cold untfl delivered; 
and (5) feeding no bighly flavored feeds shortly before milking. When 
milk or cream of high quality has been produced, it obviously is equally 
inmortant to get it to market before the quality deteriorates. 

The factors^ essential in the production of high'^uality milk and 
cream do not involve the purchase of expensive equipment but rather 
the use of proper methods. If these methods are used the milk drawn 
from the healthy cow contains no objectionable flavors and relatively 
few bacteria, none of which are harmful; it does not deteriorate while 
on the farm, because it is handled in dean utensils, is cooled promptly 
and kept cold, and is marketed quickly. 

The Plant Operator’s Interest in Quality 

Managers of dairy-products plants are vitally interested in quality 
because it plays a large part in the successful marketing of their prod¬ 
ucts. Whe^er their product is sold directly to consumers, or to deal¬ 
ers, defects in quality bring prompt complaints or retym of goods and 
quickly reduce the volume of sales; if the product is sold subject to 
gradir^ on the market, as butter and cheese frequently axe sold, the 
low-quality product sells at a low price. 
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Only in comparatively few plants are defects in quality caused by 
defective methods or equipment in the plant. A competent manager 
does not permit such defects to continue. In general, therefore, it may 
be said that in a well-managed jjlant the quality of the milk or cream 
received is the main factor that influences the quality of the finished 
product. Improvement in quality of the dairy products on the mar¬ 
kets, therefore, is mainly a matter of improvement in the quality of the 
Tnilk and cream that the farmer delivers to the plant. 

Obtaining High-Quality Milk and Cream from the Farm 

Because of the relation of market milk to the public health the Tuilk 
supplies of all large communities and of many small ones are super¬ 
vised by public-health officials. This is desirable because it assures 
the consumer that the milk is dean and safe for food. In addition to 
meeting the minimum requirements of the heal^ official, however, 
milk must be of excellent flavor to have high quality. The production 
of high-quality milk, is, therefore, more than a publio-heallh problem. 
The enforcement of regulations may bring about a wholesome milk 
supply but the production of uniformly high-quality milk can be ef¬ 
fected only through education of the producers. The leadership and 
vision for this education^ work should be supplied by the extension 
services of the State agricultural colleges and shoxold be coordinated 
with work of the State departments of agriculture and with the 
regulatory work of health departments or other control agencies. 

Managers of milk plants and dai^-products manufactxuring plants 
should not leave the bmden of quality improvement wholly to health 
officials and educational agencies. They can aid greatly by providing 
an incentive for the farmer to produce high-quahty milk. The most 
effective incentive is the payment of premiums for mUk that is above 
the minimum standard adopted by ^e plant. This system is being 
used at a number of milk plants but should be more widely adopted by 
market-milk plants and dairy-products manufacturing plants. 

Butter-manufacturing plants usually purchase cream instead of milk 
from the farmers. The mghest-quality butter can be made only when 
cream is received sweet and clean in flavor. The practice of accepting 
sour cream has become widespread and the extensive use of the cream 
separator on the farm has resulted in much cream bemg produced on 
farms in such small quantities and so far from market that it is not 
economically possible for the farmer to deliver it fresh and sweet. 
This, however, is no reason why he should not be encouraged to 
deliver high-quality cream. 

One of the big problems for farmers living several miles from the 
creamery and having but a few cows, is how to deliver cream frequently 
without excessive cost. This problem is frequently solved by com¬ 
munity deliver; that is, three or more farmers take turns going to the 
creamery, taking their own and their neighbors' cream, or one man 
may do all the hauling for his community, charging his neighbors a 
proportionate share of the cost of hauling, usually on a basis of the 
pounds of buttOTfat hauled. This type of CTeam-gathering route, in 
sections where the number of cows per farm is small, is usufdly less ex¬ 
pensive and more satisfactory than gathering cream by a truck owned 
and operated by a creamery. During the school term the hauling 
problem is sometimes solved by having the children take the cream to 
the creamery on their way to school. 
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Experience at many creameries has shown that the procedme most 
effective in improving the quality of cream delivered is to grade the 
cream and pay for it according to the quality of butter that can be 
made from it. 

Among the creameries that have adopted grading systems there is a 

g reat lack of uniformity^ in the requirements for the several ^ades. 

ach creamery defines its grades to suit its particular conmtions, 
except in those States where official grades have been established by 
law. It is only natural that, in a highly developed daily section 
where the manufacture of high-quality butter is wm established, the 
grading of cream is on a higher standard than in a section where 
dairying is carried on as a side line. 

Adopting a grading svstem and paying a premium for high-quality 
cream usually will not oe sufficient to greatly improve the quality of 
the cream, unless they are accompanied by a carefully planned cam¬ 
paign to interest every patron in the plan and to aid him in producing 
cream that will naeet the highest requirements. County^ agents and 
home demonstration agents are the logical persons to visit producers 
and advise them on all phases of producing first-grade cream. 


A Quality-Improvement Program 

Improv^ent in the quality of dai^ products has always been one of 
the objectives of the Bmeau of Dairy Industry. Research work has 
produced fundamental information on factors that affect the quality 
and keeping properties of dairy products. New and improved 
methods of manufacturing dairy products have been developed as a 
result and information on factors mvolved in the production of high- 
quality milk has been published. 

In their quality-improvement work with creameries and cheese 
factories, the bureau specialists have given specific advice and per¬ 
sonal assistance to the managers of the ^ants. When the problem was 
one of plant technic, improvement in the quality of the output was 
usually made very quickly; but where the improvement in the finished 
product could be made only by obtaining a higher-quality milk or 
cream from the farm, progress has usuaUy been slow. Very satis¬ 
factory results are being obtained, however, at plants that continue 
to apply a proper plan of quality improvement. At one creamery 
that frequently has received assistance from a bureau specialist, the 
per centage of high-quality cream received has increased from about 
10 per cent of the total receipts in 1924 to approximately 90 per cent in 
1931. This plant provided an incentive for the fanner to deliver high- 
quality cream by paying a difference of 3 cents per pound of butterfat 
between the grades of cream. Because of the success of this creamery 
in impro^g the quality of its butter by paying for cream according to 
grade, six neighboring creameries have adopted the same system. 
They are all making excellent process in improving the quality of 
cream delivered by the farmer and in the quality of butter manufac- 
tmed from it. Many other plants would profit by adopting the same 

Recently the bureau has outlined two complete milk-quality im¬ 
provement programs. The first of these is for extension workers. To 
be mo^ eff^tive, it should be operand on the area plan; that is, the 
work should be concentrated in a himted area of one to three counties 
at the start. The principal objective is to bring about the general 
adoption of approved sanitation practices on all dairy farms in the 
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area. When the producers in the selected area have learned the essen¬ 
tials of quality-milk production and are practicing the approved 
sanitation methods, the area wiU serve admirably as a demonstration 
area in extending the work to other areas or counties until the entire 
State has been covered. 

Program for 4-H Dairy Clubs 

The second milk-quality improvement program is for 4-H dairy 
clubs. Its object is to acquaint members of 4-H da^ clubs and other 
junior clubs with the importance of quality in milk, both from the 
economic standpoint of the producer and from the health standpoint of 
the consumer, and to teach the essential requirements in the produc¬ 
tion of high-quality milk. By promoting these two pro jects the bureau 
hopes to overcome much of the economic loss that dairymen are now 
incurring by producing other than high-quality milk. 

All dairy mterests should realize that improving the quality of dairy 
products is the most important problern before the mdustry. The 
mdustry has been so actively engaged with feeding and breeding for 
increased production that it has not given proper attention to the 
quality of the ultimate product. It is now time for producers to realize 
that it they are to profit from increased production th^ must extend 
their market to take care of the increased production. The market can 
be extended by improving the quality of dairy products, thereby 
stimula^g the demand. No other phase of the dairy industry is so 
vital to its future welfare or will pay larger dividends all along the line. 

William White and C. J. Babcock, Bureau ojDairy Industry, 

D airy Products’ Nutritive The value of milk in the diet of the 
Value Justifies Large adult seems almost eclipsed in the 
Place in Family Diet public mind by the emphasis placed 

on the importance of milk in in¬ 
fancy and childhood. And yet nutritionists constantly call attention 
to the whole family’s need for milk and its products because of their 
nutritive value. Milk contributes more to good nutrition than does 
any other single food. It is an outstanding source of calcium, and 
contains appreciable quantities of some of the other minerals also. All 
of the six vitamins now known occur to some extent in milk, and for 
two of them, vitamin A and vitamin G, milk is an exception^y good 
source. The proteins of milk are efficient in building and mainta inin g 
muscle structure, while milk fat and milk sugar are good sources of 
energy. 

The calcium and the vitamin content of milk would alone justify the 

E rominent place that milk occupies among the protective foods. The 
uman tooth and bone structure, completed during adolescence, must 
be kept in sound condition by a proper combination of calcium, phos¬ 
phorus, and vitamins A, C, and: D. Milk is, on the whole, the best 
single food for the building and upkeep of the teeth and bones. As a 
source of calcium in the diet, it has no equal among foods. Adults who 
scoff at the idea of their dmy need for milk forget that the calcium 
requirement is continuous throughout life. 

Vitamin A is present in the fat of the milk. This vitamin, essential 
for normal growth and for vitality, also helps to keep the body tissues 
healthy. In this way it increases resistance to bacterial infections 
such as those that occur in the sinuses, throat, and ears. A long-con- 
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tinued lack of vitamin A causes a serious eye infection, xerophthalmia 
and eventual blindness. Whole nodlk, cream, butter, and cheese made 
from whole Tnilk are usually considered rich sources of vitamin A, 
though the quantity in milk and its products varies greatly with the 
type of feed given the cow. The vitamin A content of milk is always 
]^gh when cows are on green pasture, and may be kept up during the 
winter if the feed is properly selected. 

Milk in all of its forms is one of the most valuable sources of vitamin 
G. This vitamin is of constant importance to everyone because it 
affects not only ^owth, but also health and well-being at ages. 

Since vitamin G is not easily destioyed by heat, it occurs in caimed, 
dried, and cooked milk, as well as in market milk. Skim milk, either 
fresh or dried, buttermilk, and cheese made from skim milk or from 
whole milk, are also valued for their vitanm G content. 

Vitamin D is present in limited quantities in the fat of milk. The 
person who uses whole milk, cream, butter, cheese, and ice cream liber¬ 
ally can count on dai^ products as a source of part of his vitamin D 
requirement. This vitamin, needed by both young and old, is espe- 
cimy necessary in childhood because of its influence on the normal de¬ 
velopment of the teeth and bones. ^ Since rickets may devdop if vita¬ 
min D is not present in the diet in sufficient quantity, infants and 
young children need cod-liver oil to supplement the vitamin D content 
of muk - 

Vitamin-D-Enriched Milk 

There are only a few naturally rich sources of vitamin D, but it can 
be produced by iiltra-violet rays acting on a chemical substance called 
ei^osterol which is foimd in a number of foods and in the skin of human 
bemgs and animals. To make a food richer in vitamin D it may be 
^'irradiated by e^osii^ it directly to the rays of an ultra-violet lamp. 
Some kinds of dried milk treated in tl^ way and sold in containers 
labeled "irradiated,’^ are better in antirachitic properties than fresh 
milk usually is. To a small extent fresh milk is enriched vrith vitamin 
D and is sold by dairies m a few cities as irradiated or vitamin-enriched 
milk. Such milk is usually produced by feeding irradiated foods to the 
cows, but by another method recently developed vitamin D concen¬ 
trate may be put directly into the nulk. 

Milk is a fair though not a rich source of vitamin B. Everyone needs 
a regular supply of this vitamin to stimulate the appetite, maintain 
normal muscle tone, and prevent nervous irritability. Expectant and 
nursing mothers especial^ need vitamin B because it influences both 
the quantity and the quality of human milk. 

Though the quantity of vitamin B in milk is not large, the daily use 
of an abundance of milk may make it a fairly good source of this vita¬ 
min for most children and adults. Vitamin B is, however, more easily 
affected by heat than vitamins A, G, or D, ana cooked, canned, and 
dried milk are therefore likely to have their vitamin B content at least 
partly destroyed. 


Effect of Heat on Nutritive Value 

The effect of heat on the nutritive value of milk is a question often 
raised in coxmection with the selection of the milk supply. Heat may 
cause ^e coagulation of some of the proteins and a slight i)recipitation 
of caldum salts. It may destroy a good deal of the vitamin C present 
and may also decrease the vitamin B content somewhat. To what 
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extent these changes occur depends somewhat on the temperature and 
somewhat on the length of time and conditions of heating. Losses in 
nutritive value caused by commercial pasteurization are very slight 
and are insignificant when compared with the protection to health 
that pasteurization gives by destroying harmful bacteria. Changes in 
food value during cooking or even durmg the evaporation and canning 
or the drying of milk are of little importance because it is so easy to 
make the losses good by other foods in the diet of both children and 
adults. 

The consumer, in selecting a milk supply of high food value, whether 
he is considering raw, pasteurized, evaporated, or dried milk, must 
determine his choice partly by the quality of market milk available in 
his locality, and partly by the size of his pocketbook. High-quality 
milk of uniform composition is now widely available in raw, pasteur¬ 
ized, evaporated, and dried form. To be safe from the standpoint of 
health, raw milk must be low in bacterial count. To produce and dis¬ 
tribute such milk requires sanitary measures that are expensive. For 
this reason,^ raw milk of exceptional purity is usually of the certified 
quality, which costs about double the price of ordinary good bottled 
milk. In this country pasteurized milk of high ^ade is much more 
extensively used than raw milk. In many communities, however, both 
evaporated milk and dried milk give more nutritive value in return for 
the amount of money spent than does either raw or pasteurized milk at 
the local prices. 

A Dependable &>urce of Calcium 

Summing up the facts about nutritive value, milk when taken in suit¬ 
able quantities may be considered a dependable source of calcium, 
phosphorus, protehij vitamins A and G, and an appreciable source of 
some of the other vitamins and minerals and of energy-yielding ma¬ 
terials, In infancy and very early childhood milk is the basic Article 
of the diet, and is carefully supplemented by other foods. In later 
childhood and adult life the emphasis changes somewhat, but milk (or 
cheese and butter) still has an important r61e to fill. It fills the gaps 
in the usual mixed diet as no other single food can. And in low-cost 
diets where a large proportion of cereals must be used because of their 
cheapness, milk is a very important safeguard to health. The use of 
milk in commercial baking of bread has helped materially to protect 
the nutritional conchtion of families whose diet has had to consist 
largely of bread. 

The Milk Quota 

The quantity of milk the family needs depends partly on the variety 
of the diet and partly on the composition of the family ^oup. ^ A 
generous daily allowance is 1 quart (or its equivalent in other dairy 
products) for every child, 1 quart for every pregnant or nursing wo¬ 
man, and 1 pint for every other adult. This allowance includes milk 
used in food preparation as well as milk taken as a beverage. ^ In varied 
diets in which milk can be carefully supplemented in nutritive value 
by other foods, three-fourths of a quart of milk may be adequate for 
the child. A pint a day is the very least he should have d^iri^ his 
growi^ years, and one-half pint is the least for an adult. These 
very limited allowances are veiy likely not to meet fully the need for 
calcium, and are certainly not sufl&cient for families on restricted 
diets. When food money is scarce, so that the use of leafy and other 
watery v^etables and fruits and meat must be curtailed, the more 
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generous milk allowance of a daily quart for each child and at least a 
pint for each adult is advisable. The less money there is for food the 
more important it is that the whole family use plenty of milk and milk 
products. One outstanding nutrition chemist says that whatever the 
amount of money available for foodj it is wise^ from the standpoint 
of nutrition to spend as much for milk (including cream and cheese 
if they are used) as for meats, poultry, and fish. 

Milk Products 

The low cost of canned evaporated milk and of the various dried 
milk s has been a boon to everyone planning very inexpensive and emer- 

f ency diets. Dried skim milk, costing only a few cents a poimd when 
ought in barrel lots, is the cheapest of all sources of calcium and pro¬ 
tein. It is also a good source of vitamin G. 

The results of recent nutrition studies indicate that the food value of 
skim milk has been too long underrated. Though it is true that re¬ 
moving the cream lessens the fuel value, decreases the flavor, and 
removes most of the vitamin A and D content, yet the materials that 
are left are so valuable for growth and protection of health that skim 
milk is an important supplement to limited diets of both children and 
adults. Skim milk, both fresh and dried, has been successfully used in 
the cure and the prevention of pellagra, a deficiency disease caused by 
inadequate diets of highly milled cereals, sweets, and lard or salt pork. 
When skim milk is added to a very restricted diet, it is iinportant to 
provide some inexpensive source of the fat-soluble vitamins and the 
fat lost through the removal of the cream. 

Diets planned to reduce body weight or to prevent rapid gain of 
w^ht use skim milk freely to meet the constant need for calcium. In 
this type of diet, which must be low in fuel value, skim milk is more 
suitable than whole milk, and its deficiency in vitamin A is easily 
taken care of by the use of an abundance of OTeen or yellow-colored 
v^etables, especially green leaves, and a small allowance of butter. 

Buttermilk is similar to skim milk in food value, and may be used to 
special advantage in the weight-reducing, the low-cost, and the pel¬ 
lagra-preventing diets. Because of its flavor and consistency the uses 
of buttermilk are somewhat more limited than sweet milk . Many 
adults, however, prefer it to sweet milk as a beverage, drinking it 
either plain or sweetened a little and flavored with lemon juice. And 
in many homes buttermilk takes the place of clabbered sour milk in 
making biscuits, cakes, and other baked goods. 

Butter and cream are valued in general for their vitamin A content, 
their pleasing flavor, and the ready digestibility of their fat. These 
dairy products afford the person who is trying to gain weight a very 
palatable means of slipping many extra calories into the day’s diet. 

The “fuU-cr^m ” or whole-milk cheeses are as a class very concen¬ 
trated food, rich in protein, fat, calcium, and vitamins A and G. 
Cottage cheese and other kinds made of skim milk lack the fat and 
vitamm A, but are good sources of protein, calcium, and vitamin G. 
The high food value of cheese places it logically in the main part of the 
meal, though the characteristic flavor of some varieties puts them in 
the salad or dessert course. Like milk, whenever cheese & used in the 
meal or between me^s, it should have full credit for its contribution 
to the nutritive requirements of the day. 

Rowena Schmidt Cabpbntee, Bureau oj Home Bjconomice. 



DAIRYING 


299 


P ROBLEM of Finding Uses When milk is sold for direct consump- 
for By-products of Dairy tion or made into evaporated or con- 
industry Partly Solved densed ndlk, all its constituents are 

utilized and there is no waste. On 
the other hsnd, when milk is made into butter only one of its consti¬ 
tuents—the fat—is used, while all of the others go as by-products in 
the skim milk and buttermilk. In cheese making the casein and the 
fat are used and the lactose, soluble proteins, and minerals remain in 
the whey. 

The quantity of this by-product material is so great that it is hard 
to visualize. To make the 1,600,000,000 pounds of butter produced 
each year in the creameries of the United ^ates requires the butterfat 
from about 36,000,000,000 pounds of milk. After me butterfat, in the 
fonn of cream, is removed, there is left 31,000,000,000 pounds of s Hm 
milk cont a i ni ng nearly 3,000,000,000 jjounds of nmk solids, and after 
the cream is made into butter there is left 2,300,000,000 pounds of 
buttermilk containing an additional 200,000,000 pounds of Tnillr solids. 

To make the 500,000,000 pounds of cheese (not including cottage 
and pot cheese) produced annually in the United States requires 
approximately 5,000,000,000 pounds of milk. Nearly all the butterfat 
and the greater part of the protein in the milk are utibzed m the cheese, 
but the 4,500,000,000 pounds of the by-product whey resulting from 
the manufacture of this cheese contains 300,000,000 pounds of milk 
solids. 

This means that the dairy farmers who produce milk for butter and 
cheese are producing a total of 3,500,000,000 pounds of mi lk solids that 
are not utilized in the butter or cheese. Of course, the value of these 
solids is not entirely lost to the dairy industry, for much of the skim 
milk, buttermilk, and whey is fed directly to farm animals. Consider¬ 
able quantities of these by-products are also utilized in the manufac¬ 
ture of concentrated and diy skim milk, buttermilk, and whey for 
human and animal consumption. Nevertheless, it is of ^eat economic 
importance to the dairy industry that additional market outlets for 
these solids be found. With the development of new or more efficient 
ways to utilize the food value of dairy by-products, either in animal or 
human nutrition, and with the discovery of new industrial uses for milk 
solids, this enormous quantity of by-product material should have a 
wider market demand and the returns to the dairy industry should be 
correspondingly greater. 

Milk Solids Not Fat Are Valuable 

The production of the milk solids other than fat requires nearly as 
much feed as is required to produce the butterfat on which the value 
of the milk is based, and under the most favorable conditions the mar¬ 
ket price for the solids not fat is only one-fourth that of the fat. Yet, 
even at this unfavorable ratio, their value is worthy of consideration. 
Each increase of 1 cent a pound for the 3,200,000,000 pounds of solids 
in skim milk and buttermilk from butter manufacture would return 
$32,000,000 more to the dairy industry each year. That is as much as 
would be realized by an increase of 2 cents a poimd for the butter. If 
the 300,000,000 pounds of solids in whey comd be sold for 1 % cents a 
pound the returns would be equivalent to an increase of 1 cent a poimd 
m the price of cheese. 

Whatever may be the reason for the low market price of the solids 
not fat, it is not that they do not have value as foods or for technical 
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applications. In the skim milk produced in butter manufacture and 
in the whey produced in cheese making there is a total of 1,200,000,000 
pounds of protein, 56,000,000 pounds of fat, and 1,700,000,000 pounds 
of milk sugar. In digestibility and completeness of assimilation these 
axe among the most perfect foods of their class. ^ The sugar has certain 
properties that give it especial value in the nutrition of infants. Even 
the mineral constituents, which amount to nearly 300,000,000 pounds, 
are peculiarly adapted for nutritive purposes. 

Great quantities of these solids are converted into food for human 
i^e by feeding them to animals, but this results in a great loss of nutri¬ 
tive value. It is obvious that additional quantities would be utilized 
if they were incorporated in attractive human-food materials that 
could be sold in competition with other foods of equal nutritive value. 
The Bureau of Dairy Industry is continually trying to develop efficient 
methods of incorporating these raw matenals into products that are 
used directly as human food. So far as possible these methods should 
utilize all the constituents as they exist in milk, but for special piurposes 
it is sometimes necessary to separate one or more of the ingrements. 

Dry Skim Milk Has Wide Use 

The most efficient way to utilize skim milk is first to reduce it to a 
powder by removing the water. In the dry form, skim milk has a wide 
use in various food products, particularly in bread and ice cream. 
Adding dry skim milk to bread not only makes a more nutritious 
bread, but improves the flavor and appearance and increases the vol¬ 
ume so much that the extra loaves obtained from a barrel of flour will 
nearly pay for the powder. 

Adding as much as 12 pounds of dry skim milk to a 200-pound barrel 
of flour has been found advantageous. If dry skim milk should be 
added in this proportion to half the flour consumed in the United States 
a profitable market would be created for one-fifth of the skim milk 
produced in the manufacture of butter. The consumer would obtain 
a more nutritious and more palatable bread, and the returns to the 
milk producer would be increased. Furthermore, because the creamery 
would require fresh, sweet, skim milk from which to make the powder, 
it would be necessaW that the patrons deliver only sweet milk to the 
creamery. Such milk would provide an improved quality of butter, 
and butter consumption would increase correspondingly. 

Casein Has Many Uses 

The individual constituents of milk offer abimdant material for the 
development of marketable products. Casein is already manufactured 
and used extensively. A small quantity is used in preparing special 
foods, but by far the greater part is used in the arts. Casein has pecu- 
liar properties that make it valuable in many unusual ways. When 
treated chemically it becomes plastic and may be molded into any 
desired shape. ^ iWther toatmmt makes it so hard that it can be 
given a high finish. In this form it is used in a great variety of objects, 
such as buttons, penholders, combs, knife handles, and switch plates. 
In an alkaline solution it is an excellent adhesive and is used in making 
glue that is especially valuable in furniture, airplanes, and other articles 
emosed to dampness. The adhesive property is also utilized in insecti¬ 
cides and fungicides to make them spread evenly on the leaf and adhere 
when they dry. 
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The most important use of casein is in the manufacture of coated 
p^er.^ More casein is used ^ the paper-coating industry than by all 
other mdustries combined. The glossy finish of book and magazine 
paper is obtained by coating the paper with finely divided china clay 
and polishing the surface with steel rollers. Casein is the most satis¬ 
factory adhesive for holding the china clay on the paper. In coopera¬ 
tion vdth the paper laboratory of the Bureau of Standards, the Bureau 
of Dairy Industry has been investigating the properties of casein, espe¬ 
cially in relation to the manufacture oi a casein suitable for coatmg 
paper. ^ It is essential that the casein dissolve readily and completely 
m alkalies, that it spread evenly and smoothly over the paper, and that 
it be highly adhesive so that it will not be necessai^ to use an excessive 
amoimt. Foaming of the solution is a common difficulty and is objec¬ 
tionable because where bubbles occur the paper is not coated. Paper 
coaters are put to considerable expense for the purchase of foam remov¬ 
ers. The manufacture of casein has been unsatisfactory largely because 
the paper coaters have been imable to determine the quality of the 
casern without making actual coating tests and because the makers did 
not know that a special technic must be followed to make a casein with 
the desired properties. 

Manufacturing Methods Studied 

Becent investigations by the Bureau of Dairy Industry show that 
casein of entirely satisfactory quality can be made with the usual simple 
equipment by ^ving proper attention to such details of technic as the 
chemical reaction of precipitation, the temperatures at the various 
stages of manufacture, and other factors easily controlled by an intelli¬ 
gent operator. By small variations in the manufacturing methods, 
casein that will invariably foam in a coating mixture or that wiU not 
foam under ordinary circumstances, can be made. These investiga¬ 
tions also produced tests that may be applied to any lot of casein to 
determine its suitability for coating paper; thus mal^g it possible to 
purchase casein according to grade, ana to pay a premium for superior 
quality. If these methods are generally adopted by casein manufac¬ 
turers a product of uniformly satisfactory quality will be obtained and 
there will be no reason for using imported casein because of its reputedly 
more desirable qualities. 

The Problem of Lactose, or Milk Sugar 

The most difficult problem in connection with the utilization of dairy 
by-products is to mid an outlet for the vast amoimt of lactose, or 
milk sugar, that is potentially available. ^ At present the principal use 
for lactose is in the preparation of modified milk for infant feeding. 
A small amount is used as a filler or binder in medicinal tablets, but 
the few million pounds that are produced annually supply the entire 
market.^ Lactose has certain properties that give it exceptional value 
in the diet.^ It is not digested in the upper p^ of the digestive tract, 
but is carried into the large intestine, where it has a tendency to en¬ 
courage the growth of acid-forming bacteria of the acidophilus type 
and thus to inhibit the development of imdesirable putreiactive bac¬ 
teria. On the other hand, it has only slight sweetness and a low solu¬ 
bility, which make it difficult to use in many food products. Under 
certain conditions it crystallizes in a form known as beta lactose, a 
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form that is sweeter and more soluble than the ordinary lactose of 
coiMierce. The bureau's laboratories have perfected a method by 
which the beta form can be manufactured at little or no increase in 
cost over that of manufacturing the ordinary alpha lactose of com¬ 
merce. ^ This new form, which is more palatable than the older one. 
and which may be made at a reasonable cost, has recently been placed 
on the market. 

There are possible outlets for lactose in certain industries from which 
it is now excluded by the high cost of manufacture. It is possible, for 
instance, to substitute lactose for glycerin in the manufacture of cer¬ 
tain explosives. Por this purpose the sugar must be reasonably free 
from proteins but need not necessarily be as pure as that demanded 
for the pharmaceutical grade. The whey from which the sugar must 
be separated is, from a diemical standpomt, a complex solution which 
makes the separation of a pure sugar a matter of some difiB-culty. The 
bureau laboratories have been working on this problem for some time 
and are completing a factory method by which a grade of lactose, 
sufficiently pure for ordinary commercial uses, can be made at a rela¬ 
tively low cost. It is expected that this will make it possible to use 
lactose in certain foods in which its lack of sweetness will be an 
advantage rather than a drawback. 

The Soluble Proteins 

When the fat, casein, and lactose are removed from milk there still 
remain the soluble proteins consisting very largely of albumin. The 
albu min of milk resembles somewhat the albumin of egg and has a 
high nutritive value. All of the amino acids making up its complex 
molecule are assimilated by the digestive system so that it is what is 
known as a perfect protein. Of perhaps even greater importance is 
the physical effect it^s when the casein of milk is precipitated in the 
stomach. Human milk, which contains more than twice as much al¬ 
bumin as^ cow's milk, is coagulated in fine flocks and is easily digested. 
Cow's m i lk , on the other hand, has a tendency to coagulate in lame 
masses which d^est slowly. This difficulty could be overcome if the 
albumin now discarded in whey could be separated in its natural state 
and added to cow's milk for infant feeding. 

In m akin g commercial milk sugar from whey the albumin is precip¬ 
itated in such a way that its solubility is destroyed and it has Utfle 
value. But the bureau laboratories have developed a method by which 
the sugar is crystallized from the concentrated whey, leaving a mother 
liquor containing some of the sugar, most of the minerals, and all of 
the soluble proteins. With proper precautions this solution may be 
dried without affecting the solubility of the albumin. The lactose cen¬ 
tred in this powder is not objecuonable, but the salt content is so 
high that the powder is not suitable for modi^^g milk. It has been 
found^ that the greater part of these salts can be removed without 
affecting the oth^ constituento by subjecting the concentrated whey 
to electric dialysis before diying it, and an apparatus in which tins 
can be done on a factory seme has been devised. After dialysis and 
desiccation a powder completely soluble in water is obtained. WTien 
added to cow's milk in the proper proportion it changes the physical 
properties of the milk so that when it is acted on by the acids of the 
stomach it is coagulated in the finely divided flocks characteristic of 
human milk. 

L. A. R OGEES, Bureau of Dairy Industry, 




P OULTRY Industry The poultiyindus^ is considered by many 
Fairly Resistant persons to be of minor importance in Amer- 
to the Depression ican agriculture, yet the estimated gross 
farm income from poultry and in 1931 
totalled about $800,000,000, and was exceeded only oy that from dairy 
products and that from hogs. 

According to the census of 1930, poultry and ^ga were produced in 
1929 on more than 5,373,000 farms, or about 85 per cent of all the 
farms enumerated. In addition to the large nuinber of poultry and 
egg enterprises on farms reported by the census, it is estimated that 
there are from one-third to one-half million small flocks not on farms. 
It was estimated that the total number of chickens on farms in the 
United States on January 1, 1930, ^proximated 470,000,000, this 
being the greatest number of record for any January l._ Since that 
date, numbers of chickens ha-ve declined coincidentally with declining 
prices. 

The 1930 census reported 763,092,052 chickens raised on farms in 
1929, with 16,794,485 turkeys, 11,337,487 ducks, and 3,989,831 geese, 
chickens making up about 95 per cent of all poultry raised. 

The regional distribution of chickens is shown in Figure 46. 

The average farm-poultry unit has an inventory value of less than 
$100, yet even with the indifferent care given many flocks, the value 
of its product for consumption or sale m 1931 approached $100 for 
eggs and $67 for meat. 

^though this industiy is carried on so extensively and the value of 
its product is so great, most of the individual units of production 
are so small that me industiy is poorly organized, and in many flocks 
scant attention is paid to proper methods of production. A small 
flock of chickens can be kept in almost any manner—^well or poorly 
housed, fed almost any kind or amount of feed and compelled to 
forage for the rest, and it will still produce some meat and ^gs for 
home use, and posably some for sale. 

Fifty-five per cent of the poultry flocks enumwated in April, 1930, 
contained fewer than 60 chickens per flock and an average of only 
about 23, eqmvalent to an annual production of about 41 chickens per 
flock, or little if any in excess of the needs of an average farm house¬ 
hold. About 77 per cent of the farms reporting chickens showed less 
than 100 per flock. This indicates the laige use of poultry and eggs as 
food on the farm. The market value of the sur^us meat and eggs 
from these flocks is a very small item of the farm cash income. 
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Flocks containing more than 400 chickens were reported by only 1.3 
per cent of all the farms reporting poultry, but these farms reported 
about 13 per cent of all the chickens. The explanation of the small 
proportion of poultry flocks of commercial size probably lies in the fact 
that an increase in the size of the flock necessitates a greater than pro¬ 
portional increase in expenditures and introduces many important 
technical problems, such as breeding for high egg production, proper 
housing, control of disease, and efficient feeding—all of which requires 
special knowledge and more than average managerid ability if the 
commercial enterprise is to be successful. There is considerable 
evidence, however, that proper methods of production are being 
increasingly adopted by the owners of small farm flocks. 



Fiqurs 46.—Number of chickens raised on farms in 1628 


Types of Producing Units 

Three types of producing units appear prominent among the innu¬ 
merable types of chicken flocks: 

(1) The small flock maintained as an incidental item of the farm 
ent^rise to produce home supplies and usually some surplus for sale. 

(2) The semicommercial farm flock, handled as a major item of the 
farm enterprise, producing poultry and eggs as cash crops. 

(3) The highly commercialized flock, located with reference to mar¬ 
kets rather than to feed supplies, which are mostly bought, and with 
limited rai^e. 

Type 1 is found in all sections. Type 2 is found throughout the 
country, but mainly in the general farming regions of the Isforth Cen¬ 
tral States where grain is cheap. Type 3 is most common in the North 
Atlantic and Pacific Coast States, to a lesser extent in the Rocky 
Mmmtain States, and in the vicinity of interior centers of population. 

Production of Chickens 

The average number of chickens raised annually during the eight 
years, 1924-1931, was 45 per cent greater than the numbers on hand 
at the begi nni ng of those years. The total number raised in 1930 was 
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estimated at 667,000,000, and that in 1931 at 642,000,000, There was 
an increase in 1932 over the number in previous year, but the 1932 
total was apparently smaller than that of 1930. 

Production of chicks by commercial hatcheries, which supplied about 
33 per cent of the chickens raised on famoLS in 1928, continued to ex« 
pand rapidly up to 1930. During 1931, however, the depression caused 
farmers to resort to more farm hatching and the output of commercial 
hatcheries declined sharply. Although the number of chicks hatched 
in 1932 was apparently 5 to 10 per cent greater than the number 
hatched in 1931, there was only a slight increase that year in the 
output of commercial hatcheries. 


Production of Eggs 

Egg production in 1879, according to the census, was 109 eggs per 
capita. During the next 20 years the industry expanded very rapidly, 



with the result that the census of 1900 indicated a per capita produc¬ 
tion in 1899 of 204 eggs, or almost double^ that of 1879. By 1929, 
production had increased until the per capita supply was 263 eggs. 
Although part of this increase in output may have been the result of 
less complete returns in early census enumerations, there is ample evi¬ 
dence that poultry and egg consumption was stimulated as a result of 
improved handling methods. The development of the refrigerator 
car, which extended the area from wMch eggs could be sent to market, 
and of cold-storage warehousing, which greatly improved the <]^uality 
of poultry and eggs carried from one season to another, contributed 
greatly to the progress in this field. Coincidentally with these un- 
pro vements in handling methods, production practice also were im¬ 
proved, largely as a result of education^ programs designed to instruct 
producers in applying the results of scientific investigation. 

Geographic expansion in production during recent years has been 
largely associated with the increasing trend toward commercial egg 
production, which has become a highly specialized industry. The com¬ 
mercial flocks containing from several hundred to several thousand 



806 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1938 


hens selected for high egg production, carefully housed and fed, and 
handled by improved methods, were formerly located only in the sec¬ 
tions immediately adjacent to the large markets. Later, in certain 
sections with favorable conditions, particularly in the far West, com¬ 
mercial production of high-quality eggs for shipment to distant mar¬ 
kets became established on a large scale. 

The very low prices of eggs during 1931 and 1932, ■mth practically no 
reductions in rail transportation chafes, were particularly unfavora¬ 
ble to commercial poultrymen shipping egp to distant markets, and 
especially to those who at the same time vrere compelled to buy feed 
shipped in from other areas. The rapid development of motor trans¬ 
portation during recent years, on the other hand, has operated to the 
advantage of producers located in farming sections with a local supply 
of cheap feed, and who are at the same tune within hauling radius of 
the laiger markets. 

Farm Prices of Poultry and Eggs 

Since the World War period, farm-price levels of poultry products 
have suffered less decline than those of most farm products. Even the 
low prices of poultiy and eggs in 1932, when compared with pre-war 
prices, were not so low as those of other farm commodities. The 1932 
farm price of eggs was only 26 per cent less than the 5-year 1909-1914 
average, whereas the 1932 farm price of chickens was about the same 
as the average of those years. Compared with their pre-war levels, 
prices of grains were down 66 per cent, those of dairy products 30 per 
cent, and those of meat animals 37 per cent. The relatively greater 
declines in feed prices were favorable to poultry and egg production. 

When compared with the average prices for the five postwar years, 
1923-1927, the average farm price of eggs in 1932 was down 49 per cent 
and that of chickens, 42 per cent. Farm prices of meat animals were 
lower by 51 percent, those of dairy products, 50 per cent, and those of 
grains, 76 per cent. The greater relative decline in grain prices in this 
period also favored the production of ^gs and poultry. 

Poultry and Eggs in Cold Storage 

The level of cold-storage holdings of shell eggs changed very little 
from 1916, the first year when figures for the entire XJmted States be¬ 
came available, until 1922, when there was a sharp increase. During 
the period 1922-1931 storage stocks were maintained at a level nearly 
50 per cent higher than during the earlier period. Dealers who stored 
eggs in 1930 and 1931, however, suffered heavy losses as a result of the 
rapid declines in prices that occurred before Ihese eggs could be sold. 
These two unprofitable years, together with the restricted credit con¬ 
ditions that prevailed in the spring of 1932, caused dealers to curtail 
storage operations for the 1932-33 season, and total stocks of shell 
eggs at the beginning of the season were about equal to the average of 
1916-1921. 

^though storage stocks of shell eggs were maintained at a fairly 
uniform level from 1922 to 1931, the storage stocks of frozen eggs 
showed a marked upward trend during this period. Bakers, confec¬ 
tioners, manufacturers of mayonnaise, and those engaged in other in¬ 
dustries requiring large amounts of eggs, have foimd 9ie frozen product 
(dieap and satisfactory. 
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The use of cold storage for maintaining a more even movement of 
poultry into consumption throughout the year has increased greatly 
since 1917, the year when reports on stocks of frozen poultry were first 
released. The volume of poultry stored annually has shown a marked 
upward trend since that year. 

Market Receipts of Poxaltry and Eggs 

Receipts of both poultry and eggs at the principal market centers in 
1932 were considerably smaller than in 1931. These reductions in mar¬ 
ket receipts were relatively greater than the decreases in production. 
Apparently, the low prices for eggs and poultry, with practically no 
reduction in transportation costs, stimulated rural consumption and 
created a situation favoring the use of these products near their point 



Figxtbe 48.~Namber ot turkeys raised on farms in 1929 


of origin. The apparent increase in farm consumption, mth attendant 
decreases in market receipts, was a strengthening factor in the price of 
poultry and eggs in 1932, 


Turkey Raising 

Turkeys originated in the Western Hemisphere and are one of Amer¬ 
ica's important contributions to the world's food supply. The impor¬ 
tance of turkeys in the poult^^ mdustiy was, through a long period, 
limi ted by their great susceptibility to msease. The heaw mortality 
among poults, especially when raised with chickens, added greatly to 
the expense of production. This resulted in a gradual decrease in the 
production of turkeys in the well-settled regions where chicken and egg 
production is most intensive and to a pronounced increase in those sec¬ 
tions where grain is abundant and cheap and where the free range that 
favors the half-wild nature of the bird is more available. Figure 48 
shows the marked concentration of the turkey industry in such regions, 
as shown by the census for 1929. 
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Turkey production for the country as a whole showed a declining 
trend for several years after the World War, reaching a low point in 
1927. With the gradual adoption of improved methods and •mth prof¬ 
itable returns to growers, numbers have tended to increase since that 
year, and in 1932 the turkey crop was the largest of record, probably 
exceeding 19,000,000 birds. There has been a pronounced recov^ 
during these years in the number of turkeys produced m the farming 
sections of the country east of the hlississippi River, as well as heavy 
increases in the conunercial producing areas of the west^ half of the 
country, but the trend toward production of turkeys in ve:^ large 
flocks has probably been halted by the very low prices received for 
turkeys produced in 1932. 

Although turkeys formerly sold for considerably inore per pound 
than chi<^ens, the improvement in methods of producing turkeys has 
lowered the cost, and the spread in price between turkeys and chickens 
has decreased greatly in recent years. The difference between the farm 
price per poimd of turkeys and of chickens on November 15 was ap¬ 
proximately 10 cents in 1926,7 cents in 1929,4 cents in 1931, and only 
2.8 cents in 1932. The December price in 1932 was even less favorable 
to turkeys ^an that of November and in leading markets there was 
practicafly no difference in price between turkeys and chickens of 
similar quality. 

While the prices received in 1932 vrill lead many turkey growers to 
reduce or dispose of their flocks, the very low prices for feed made it 
possible to produce the birds in that year at a very low price. Many 
experienced and eflBicient producers claim to have made money on their 
turkeys in 1932, and it is not expected that the reduction in numbers 
in 1933 will be very large. 

Imports of turkeys have not been a large factor in the market. At 
the low prices prevai^g in 1932 and with a tariff of 10 cents per poimd 
for dressed turkeys, imports amounted to less than 0.25 per cent of the 
domestic production. 

Cold-storage stocks of turkeys January 1, 1933, were almost two- 
thirds greater than the 6-year a.verage. This big cany-over was partly 
due to the big crop, but with increasing production and lower prices 
the consumption of turkeys beyond the holiday season is increasmg. 

Samuel A. Jones, Gosdon W. Sprague, and 

Alexander Sturges, 
Bureau of AgricvUural Economics. 


B reeding and Management In many respects the greatest 
Have Greatly Increased need of the poultry industry of 
Average Egg Production the United States is the use of 

better-bred stock by farmers and 
commercial pqultiymen. The average annual production of laying 
hens in the united States is only about 80 eggs. A flock average of 160 
e^ per bird is readily possible if the stock has been bred to lay. With 
this average relatively good profits are generally made. 

In recent years much attention has ^en given to selecting and 
breeding for higher egg production, a fact whidi has resulted in much 
higher average egg production not only in large commercial poultry 
flocks but also in the small farm and back-yard flocks. Culling out 
the poor layers from the laying flocks by selection based on their ap- 
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pearance and condition during the summer has become a very genial 
practice where hens are not trap nested. Egg-laying contests, which 
were begun in the United States in 1911, are now carried on in many 
sections of the coimtry. The egg production in these contests has 
greatly increased in the last 10 years. In the contest in Connecticut, 
which was the first and is fairly representative, the average production 
per hen increased from 160 eggs in 1921 to 213 in 1931. 

A marked increase in average production is also shown in the egg 
records of many commercial poultry farms and general farm fiocks. 
In New Jersey, records of a large number of commercial poultry farms 
showed that average yearly egg production per hen increased from 133 
eggs in 1921 to 150 in 1929. Likewise, in Missouri, a selected ^oup of 
general farm flocks produced an average of 147 eggs per hen in 1929 
compared with 100 eggs in 1919. Witii higher egg production there 
has been some tendency toward a greater percentage of small eggs in 
many flocks, a tendency which has necessitated the rigid culliiig of all 
hens laying small eggs. In practically aU egg-lay^ contests, e^ size 
as well as number of eggs is taken mto consideration, and selection for 
larger eggs is a very important problem in all breeding flocks. The 
size of an egg materially affects its market value. 

This interest in higher egg production and maintenance of good size 
has led to the establishment of numerous large poultry-breeding farms 
where aU layers are trap nested and pedigrees of ^ chicks are re¬ 
corded. Selection of breeding stock is made through progeny testing. 
Many of the breeders are sdected^ for high hatchability of eggs and 
good livability of chicks in addition to high egg production. The 
keeping of records of performance under official supervision has been 
developed in a number of States, and has aided m the breeding of 
poultry for better egg production. From these poultry farms, breed¬ 
ing stock of high-producmg blood lines is gettii^ into the commercial 
laymg flocks and the gener^ farm and back-yardflocks of the country. 

Breeding for increased egg production reqmires much careful, de¬ 
tailed, and persistent work to mow results. The health of both males 
and females, as wdl as breed type, must be maintained. 

Breeding factors especially affecting production are: Early sexual 
maturity, intensity of production, nonbroodiness, and persistence of 
production. The best birds mature early, lay at a good rate, are non¬ 
broody, and show persistence by laying well in the summer and fall. 
In order for hens to lay approximaMy 200 eggs a year, they should be 
hatched in the spring and commence laying at about 150 to 200 days 
of age. They should lay at a rate of 60 per cent from the time they 
commence laying until March 1; that is, each bird should lay on at 
least 60 per cent of the days during that time in order to be a good 
annual egg producer. 

At the United States Animal Husbandry Experiment Farm, Bdts- 
vifle, Md., it has been fmmd that among 971 Rhode Island Reds, 477 
showed broodiness and 494 showed no broodiness. _ The birds that 
were broody at times had an average e^ production of 188 eggs, 
whereas the nonbroody birds laid an average of 205 ^gs. 

Birds that lay well toward the dose of their first layii^ year are 
nearly always the best layers. A good method of determining the per¬ 
sistent producers is to note the birds that lay during Au^t and Sep¬ 
tember at the end of the first year of layii^. Among 894 Rhode Island 
Reds at the experiment farm at Beltevifle, those birds that laid the 
most eggs in August and September also laid the highest number dur- 
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ing the first year of laying. For instance, 30 birds that averaged 47 
eggs during August and September laid an average of 247 eggs during 
their first laying year, whereas 47 birds that laid no eggs whatever in 
August and September had a fiist-year average production of only 
139 eggs. 

Development of the Baby-Chick Industry 

The small lamp incubators that were kept on most poultry farms 
and on many general farms 20 years ago, have declined m popularity 
and use. Tte modem trend is tov ard the use of large incubators in 
commercial hatcheries. Most of these commercial hatcheries devote 
all their time to hatching chicks, although medium-sized incubators 
are stiU operated on many poultry farms where hatcheries are one 
branch of the business. However, farmers stiU have many of the 
small incubators which they use when they do not have ready cash to 
buy chicks. Large numbers of chicks, also, are hatched by hens. A 
partial survey of farms in 1928 showed that about 43 per cent of the 
chicks in this country were still hatched by the natural method. 

A particular advantage of the artificial method of hatching chicks 
is the possibility of hatchmg them early so that gullets will mature and 
lay in the fall and early winter.^ Artificial hatching and brooding have 
greatly increased the proportion of early-laying pullets. Other de¬ 
velopments in the manufactiure and use of incubators have^ been im¬ 
provements in methods of controlling the temperature, humidity, and 
ventilation and also the introduction of labor-saving devices for hand¬ 
ling the eggs. The use of large, compact cabinet machines in which 
the hatchmg eggs are kept in a series of shelves, seems to be increasing 
more than me use of the older style of long incubators constructed as 
awlft or double tier macl^es. 

The business of producing day-old chicks commercially began in this 
cotmtry about 1910, and has grown immensely. The 1930 census re¬ 
ported 272,403,462 baby chicks bought by farmers in 1929. This busi¬ 
ness has had a marked effect on the poultij industry and has resulted 
in replacing mongrel with purebred nocks, in earlier hatching of chicks, 
and m better-producing jBocks on farais. The baby-chick industry, 
which at first gave most of its attention to increasing the number of 
chicks handled, has now reached the stage at which much more atten¬ 
tion is given to producing better-quality chicks. Most hatcheries now 
get their eggs from carefinly selected flocks, many of which are tested for 
pullorum ^ease. A closer cooperation between hatcheries and poultry¬ 
breeding famas offers great possibililies for continued improvement m 
the reproduction of the poultry flocks of the country. 

Improvement in Brooding Methods 

Changes in brooders have been almost as great as those in incubator 
equipment. Stove brooders used in portable colony houses are the 
most common type and are especially suited for farm flocks. A very 
marked increase lias taken place in the use of artificial methods of 
brooding both chickens and turkeys on general farms. Artificial 
brooding enables the farmer to brood in a few flocks all the chicks 
hatched, and mds in producing much earlier and more uniform pullets 
than are obtained when the chicks are raised under hens. 

It has been found that for best results in brooding there should be not 
more than 300 chicks in a flock. As a rule the smaller the number of 
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chicks per flock the higher will be the rate of grow th and the lower the 
mortality. It has also been found that best results in brooding are 
obtained when each 100 chicks are allowed 60 square feet of floor 
space or more. 

Long brooder houses heated by hot-water pipes are used on many 
commercial poultry farms where the chicks are started either in 
brooder houses without yards or having very small outside porches 



Figxjbb 49 —A battery brooder, a modem device used m raising chicks for broileis and startmg 
pullets for egg production 


with wire or concrete floors. If the chicks are allowed on the ^ound 
the soil in the narrow brooder yards next to the long brooder nouses 
soon becoines infected with disease germs and it is almost impossible to 
keep it samtary,^ The colony brooder houses are used for growing the 
puUets to matmity but may be supplemented to advantage withfight, 
portable growing shelters on range to keep the puUets from being 
crowded in the houses as well as to give them a better range. 
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The successful raising of chicks indooi*s has led also to a considerable 
use of wire-floored batteiy brooders in which the chicks are kept in 
coops five or six tiers high. These battery brooders are particmarly 
adapted for broiler raising but are sometimes used to start chicks that 
are to be kept for egg production. (Fig. 49.) Best results are usually 
obtained when the chickens are kept not more than three to five 
weeks in these batteries. 

Efficiency in Feeding 

The quantity of feed required to grow chickens and to produce eggs 
depends largely on the breeding of the stock and the management of 
the birds. Under average conditions it takes about 6% pounds of feed 
to grow Barred Plymoutn Rock broilers to 10 weeks of age, when their 
average weight is about 2 pounds, A 2-pound Leghorn broiler will 
have eaten about 7 poxmds of feed and will not attain this weight until 
it is from 11 to 12 weeks old. It takes from 25 to 35 pounds of feed to 
raise a pullet of the general-purpose breed to laying age, and from 20 
to 25 pounds for a Leghorn pullet. 

Feed costs represent from about 55 to 65 per cent of the total cost of 
egg production, Leghorn pullets, bred to lay, which produce an aver¬ 
age of 150 eggs a year, require about 6 pounds of feed to produce a 
dozen eggs. General-purpose pullets require about pounds of feed 
to produce a dozen eggs. A Leghorn hen will consume from 70 to 85 
pounds of feed in a year, and a general-puinose hen from 80 to 95 
pounds. Pullets are more economical egg producers than hens, and the 
tendency is to keep more pullets and fewer old hens on general farms. 
Many commercial laying flocks pe made up entirely of pullets. 
Experience has shown that two-thirds pullets and one-third yearling 
ana older hens is a very good proportion. 

Under good conditions it takes about 3K poimds of grain and 5 

K ds of buttermilk to produce 1 pound of gam in fattening chickens, 
is commonly used m most fatteningrations. 

Improvement in methods of feeding has tended to make poultry 
production more economical and otherwise efficient. These improved 
methods have resffited largely from experimental work in poultry 
feeding. Many of the experiments have been conducted in laboratories 
where all conditions could be carefully controlled and results accurately 
measured. This work has gradually transformed studies of poult:^ 
feeding from a rather rough comparison of rations and of products in 
common use to a more fundamental study of nutritional problems. 

Protein studies have revealed facts about the relative value of 
different protein products in egg production as well as their effect on 
the hatchability of eggs. These studies have produced evidence indi¬ 
cating that not only is the quantity of protein important but that the 
quality of the protein is more important in growth and egg production 
than it has heretofore been considered to be. The work has shown that 
certain vegetable proteins, such as cottonseed meal and soybean meal, 
although giving satisfactory egg production, are not nearly so good for 
producmg hatchable eggs as are animal-protein feeds such as milk and 
fish products. 

Experiments in feeding chicks have shown the need of a high-pro- 
tein diet during early growth, and there is now a very general use of all¬ 
mash rations containir^ about 15 to 18 per cent of animal protein for 
the first four or five we^. These all-mash rations are also being used 
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successfully for raising chickens to market or laying age as well as for 
feeding laying hens. However, the use of both scratch and mash feeds 
in the ration is better adapted to general-farm poultry raising where 
some home-grown gr^s are usualfy available. 

Mineral and vitamin problems have proved to be as complex as the 
protein studies, and that of obtaining the best mineral balance for 
grovdng chickens is not yet fully solved. A ratio of about 2jj parts of 
calcium to 1 part of phosphorus in a mowing ration has ^ven good 
results where the chickens are confined indoors; but tWs mineral bal¬ 
ance is apparently not important to general farmers who raise chickens 
on free range. The increasing tendency to keep poultry confined, either 
indoors or in very small, bare yards, has resulted m much greater 
interest in the study of minerals in the ration as well as the necessity 
for supplying certain vitamins in the hen^s diet. 

A few years ago, it was found that chickens could be kept successfully 
indoors, if they were fed a balanced diet supplemented by cod-liver 
oil. This has made it possible to raise broilers in confinement with 
good results as well as to keep hens confined in the laying houses, both 
of which practices have been extensively developed. Both vitamins 
A and D are very necessary in a poultry ration, but are readily supplied 
in yellow com meal and cod-liver oil. This oil is commonly used in 
feeding chickens for the first few weeks after hatching and in feeding aU 
poultry that are kept confined indoors. Other fish oils are used for the 
same purpose. There appears to be no need to feed cod-liver oil to 
chickens in farm flocks tihat have a grass range and receive plenty of 
direct sunlight. 

The production and sale of commercially mixed poultry feeds have 
grown into a very large business. Many of the feed companies main¬ 
tain their own weU-equipped experiment farms for studying feeding 
problems and also do extensive work in distributing poultry information 
to producers. 

Improved Practices in Poultry Management 

The use of electric lights in poultry houses to improve fall and winter 
^g production has become common on poultry farms. Artificial 
lightmg is also used to some extent for small flocks in back yards and 
on general farms. The extra hours of light, supplied from September 
to March, lengthen the pullets’working day to about 12 or 14 hours, 
thereby increasing egg production as a consequence of the extra feed 
consumed by the punete. 

Although the long, narrow poultry house is the type still most com¬ 
mon both on generS farms and on poultry farms, there is a noticeable 
trend toward the use of larger houses. One of the latest types of large 
laying houses is the multiple-story house (6g. 60), from two to six 
stories high, which will house from 1,000 to 6,000 hens. Large bams 
have been remodeled and made into very good poultry houses. The 
use of large poultry houses reduces labor, makes it easier to care for 
the hens during the winter months, and provides more comfortable 
quarters for the birds during cold weather. Many of these houses have 
well-insulated walls and mechanical systems of ventilation. Some are 
artificialljr heated. Hens are also sometimes kept in laying batteries, 
arranged in tiers, each h&a having an individual compartment. 

The use of strict sanitary measures in rearing poultry and in keying 
laying and breeding stock has increased greatly in recent years. Grow 
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Healthy Chicks” projects have been developed extensively in many 
States. Use of sanitary methods in rearing turke;ys_has reduced the 
losses from blackhead and has restored turkey raising to its former 
status. 

A typical sanitarv program of poultry raising involves the following 
points; 

(1) Producinsr chicks from breeding stock free from puUorum dis¬ 
ease and hatching them in clean incubators. 

(2) Keeping brooder and laying houses clean by scrubbing the 
buddings and equipment with water containing lye, and then thor¬ 
oughly disinfecting them. 

(3) Using clean grojmd, that isj ground that has been entirely free 
from chickens and chicken droppings for one yew. 

(4) Keeping litter clean by frequently changing it m the laying 
house and by renewing it at least once a week in the brooder house. 

(5) Keeping feed and water clean by using feed hoppers that pre¬ 
vent waste and keep out dirt, and by placing mash hoppers and water 
pans on raised wire screens. 

Improved management likewise has contributed materially to im¬ 
provement in the quality of eggs, a development that has tended to 
increase consumption of eggs in recent years. 

Improvement in the Quality of Eggs 

Figures of the 1930 census indicated a per capita egg consumption of 
21.9 dozen in 1929 compared with 16.7 dozen m 1919. There is need, 
however, for further improvement in the methods of producing and 
marketing eggs on general farms. 

Less improvement has taken place in the quality of poultry meat 
produced on farms, and there is also less opportimity to capitalize on 
meat quality, since e^s are the principal product of poultry raising. 
The value of eggs sold was three and one-half times the value of poul¬ 
ts sold_ in the States on the Pacific coast, three times that in the 
Mountain States, and approximately twice the value of poultry sold 
in the r^t of the country. The farmer who keeps 200 or more hens 
has a unit large enough to make it worth while to use improved methods 
and give careful attention to the production and marketing of good- 
quahty eggs and poultry. If a farmer is unable to keep a flock of 200 
neiffi or more, there are many advantages in keeping only enough to 
produce e^ and porfitry for home use. 

_Ti>^® CTOwing practice of bu 3 nng eggs on grade from producers is 

g 'ving farmers an incentive to produce and market good-quality eggs. 

ood size is required in e^s of the highest grade; th£ quality is laigSy 
controlled by breeding. Feeding materially affects the quanty of eggs 
but only slightly affects their size. 

Other important factors include the producing of clean e^s, pro¬ 
ducing infertile eggs, keeping the eggs cool, and marketing them while 
fresh. In order to produce clean eggs it is necessary to provide one 
nest for every four or five hens; to keep the nests well supplied with 
litter, which should be changed frequentiy; to place wire netting under 
the roosts so that the hens can not have access to tiie manure on the 
dropping boards; to keep the floor of the house well suppfied with 
dean, dry litter; and to gather the eggs four times a day during warm 
weather and twice a day at other times. 
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Heat causes eggs to deteriorate; therefore, the farmer who wishes 
to market good egg^ should put them in a cool place as soon as they 
are gathered. Fertile eggs are likely to spoil much more quickly than 
infertile eggs; therefore, farmers should remove the male birds from the 
breeding stock immediately after the breeding season is over. Eggs 
for market should never be washed and the dirty eggs should be kept 
for home use. All eggs should be marketed at least twice a week. 

Eggs produced on commercial poultry farms usually bring much 
higher prices than those produced on general farms. However, the 
commercial poultry farmer also has the problem of needed improve¬ 
ment in egg qu^ty and better marketing methods. The eastern 
poultryman, for instance, finds that he must improve his methods to 
compete with the excellent quality of eggs produced on the Pacific 
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FiGHBE !i0 —A znnltiple-story poijltry house This type is now used on many lisrins 


coast, where axe so carefully graded that they sometimes briog 
higher prices in the eastern market than do eggs produced on near-by 
poultry farms. 

Controlling the color of e^ yolk presents a problem if eggs are pro¬ 
duced primarily for markets that pay a premium for pale yolks. 
Green feed and yellow com in the ration tend to produce dark-colored 
yolks, whereas lack of certain green feed and the use of wheat, oats, 
barley, and white com tend to produce the desired light-colored yolks. 


Poultry Products in the Diet 

Hens’ eggs have high nutiitive value, are easy to cook, and are, in 
general, one of the most popular foods. ^ They are greatly valued for 
their high protein content, for their varied mineral elements, and for 
the several vitamins that they contain. ^ The white of an is made 
up largely of protein, the yolk is rich in vitamins A, B, D, and G, 
and considerable quantities of calcium, iron,^ and phosphorus are pres¬ 
ent. Practically bU. the fat in eggs is contained in the yolk, but both 
the white and the yolk contain proteins and minerals. Besides supply¬ 
ing these desirable food elements, eggs properly cooked are one of the 
most easily digested of foods. 

Although most eggs reach the consumer in the shell, the quantity of 
frozen eggs used by bakers and confectioners is gradually mcreasmg. 
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Poultry meat has long been a favorite food although not used in the 
diet so frequently as eggs. Chickens make up the main source of poul¬ 
try meat throughout the year except at Thanksgiving and Christmas, 
when turkeys are highly popular. A marked increase in winter-broiler 
raising in recent years has made available a good supply of freshly 
killed broilers at all seasons of the year. Poultry flesh, though differ¬ 
ing but little in nutritive value from other lean meat, is greatly relished 
nnH is an efficient protein food as well as a good source of iron and 
phosphorus. 

Though, as previously stated, chickens predominate in the poultry 
industry of the United States, turkeys, ducks, and geese are also 
commercially important. 

Turkey Raising 

Although most turkeys are still r^ed in small flocks on general 
farms, there are many farms, especially in the Northwestern States, 





Figube Cl —Wire floors m a house used for growing tmkeys on the ftuige This sanitary feature 
has sabstantiauy reduced mortahliy 

where 1,000 or more turkqys are raised each year. Farmers can advan¬ 
tageously raise fair-sized flocks of turkqys by following careful sani¬ 
tary practices in handling the stock, providing clean yards and 
range, brooding the poults artifidaHy, and keeping the young turkeys 
away from all^ chickens, (fig. 51.) Exc^ent results may be ob¬ 
tained by keeping the tork^ poults in semiconfinement for the first 8 
to 12 weeks and than putti^ the young turkeys on dean, free range 
wha-e tiiey can pick up part of thdr feed. The best growth is ol^ 
tained when the growing turkeys are fed some growii^ mash even if 
they have an excdloat range. It takes about 80 pounds of feed to 
raise a male turkey to 26 weeks of age, and 50 potmds for a young hai. 
Well-grown males, fed firedy, weigh about 18 poimds at that age, and 
the females about 11 pounds. Average feed consumption is about 
potmds for each pound of live turkey produced. 
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Duck Raising 

Ducks raised in 1929 made up 1.6 per cent of the total poultry pro¬ 
duction in the United States, On general fams there is but little in¬ 
terest in ducks and the number raised there is apparently decreasn^. 
On the other hand, inter^t in raising ducks on a large scale for com¬ 
mercial purposes is growing. This enterprise has been most exten¬ 
sively developed on Long M^d in New York State. There are also 
lai^e duck farms in other regions. 

On such commercial farms ducks are forced for rapid growth and 
weigh 5% pounds at 10 weeks of age, when tiiey are ready for market. 
On general farms they are not forced and usually are not ready for 
market imtil about 6 to 7 months old, when they weigh only 6 to 6 
pounds. CCTtain breeds of ducks lay as well as chickens, if bred for 
production, but smce there is ve^ little demand for duck eggs in 
the United States there is but little interest in keeping ducks for egg 
production. 

Goose Raising 

Goose raising, on general fanx^ in this country, is in about the same 
state of development as duck raising; however, there are no large com¬ 
mercial goose lam% since geese are produced entirely in smafl flocks 
on general farms. Geese made up only^ 0.6 per cent of the total poul¬ 
try raised in 1929; the number Kept in this country has decreased 
materially in the last 20 years. 

Prices^ received^ for market geese have been somewhat lower than 
duck prices, consideral^ below prices for hens, and very much lower 
than turkey prices. This condition appears to account for the 
decreasing interest in goose raising. 

AnntED E. Lee and Moblet A. Jull, 

Bureau qf Animal Industry. 
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D ecade of Expansion Leaves The economic situation of fruit 
Most Products Depressed; but and v^etable growers as a 
a Few Are in Active Demand group continues unsatisfac- 

^ tory, although conditions are 
by no means unifom among the various subgroups of the industry. 
For a few commodities there has been active demand at prices that 
have meant at least temporary prosperity. For most fruits and vege¬ 
tables exceedingly low prices have been realized for quantities that in 
ordinary times would not have been considered excessive. 

Car-lot shipments reported by the carriers for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1931, totaled 1,110,222; for the fiscal year ended Jime 30, 
1932, they were 953^809—a decrease of 156,413 carloads. There ap¬ 
pears to be some evidence, however, that the movement direct from 
the farm or pacldng house to market by motor truck has continued to 
increase and that redistribution from the principal markets is more 
largely by motor tnick and less frequently by rail than a few years ago. 
It appears likely therefore that there has been no material decrease, if 
any, m tibe totm tonnage of fruits and vegetables shipped to market, 
although tJiere has been a decrease in the recorded car-lot movement 
from many important producing sections where the fmit and vegetable 
crops are major items in the income of the community. 

Prevailing prices for many products have made it impossible to real¬ 
ize freight and marketing costs for the lower grades when shipped over 
long ^stances. On the other hand, there has been an almost unpre¬ 
cedented demand for No, 2 potatoes from the Southeastern States 
where the freight rate would permit the movement of these low-grade 
goods to consuming centers for sale at a price a little above cost. Thus 
specific instances can be cited to show that groups within the industry 
have felt the stimulating as well as the depressing effect of the gaieral 
business situation. 

Home Gardens 

Much has been said and written about the “baok-to-the-farm^' 
movement and the impetus to home gardens and to community gar¬ 
dens during the period of unemployment or reduced income. Nothing 
short of a complete census would reveal the extent of this movement. 
The facts at hand, supplemented by observations of the department’s 
representatives made mcidentally to their regular duties, seem to jus- 
tiiy the statement that during the last year there has been an immense 
increase in private families’ production of vegetables, primarily for 
their own use. 
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Many producere of cotton, of cereal grains, and of livestock or live¬ 
stock products have measurably improved their economic position 
within the last year by increasing the proportion of the family food 
produced on the place, lai^ely in the form of annual vegetable crops. 
At the same time, there has been an increase in the number of farms 
not primarily devoted to fruits and vegetables but on which some 
surplus products of this kind are produced for sale, often at roadside 
stands or to traveling hucksters. 

Fertilizers 

■Within the last year commercial fertilizers have been obtainable by 
many farmers at lower prices than ever before. This has been especi¬ 
ally true in regions of heavy commercial production and where the 
consumption of fertilizer is normally heavy. The availability and low 
price of fertilizers have imquestionably contributed to the success of 
the home-gardening movement. At the same time, the reduction in 
fertilizer prices has reduced the cost of commercial production and has 
helped to maintain truck-crop acreage at a pomt that insures the public 
against any scarcity of these products. Fertilizers are one of the large 
items of expense m commercial vegetable production in almost all 
humid districts and are increasingly used on fruit and vegetable crops 
grown under irrigation. Any reduction in the cost of fertilizer per unit 
of plant food lessens the investment per acre in the production of these 
crops. Reduced fertilizer prices and the reduced wage scale have, there¬ 
fore, tended to maintain the volume of commercial production in the 
face of falling prices. 


Financing by Dealers 

The tendency of those persons who produce v^tables on a large 
scale, to depend on their dealers or marketiag agents for the capital 
necessary to finance their annual operations, appears to be CTowing 
rather than^ decreasing. Bankers have naturally been even less in¬ 
clined than in former years to lend money for commercial production. 
Probably few growers have been able to continue their former scale of 
operations on their own resources. Prices so much lower than those 
to which growers have become accustomed and the prevailing imcer- 
tainty as to the probable course of the general level of agricultural 
prices have had a tendency to make the grower unwilling to plant 
vegetable crops on a large scale unless under some form of contract 
with a buyer or distributor. Such a contract makes the grower feel 
that his risk is being shared and that a competent marketing agency is 
assuming the responsibility for securing whatever return ms product 
may be worth when harvested. 

In the principal districts of surplus production it appears to be more 
and more the case that the totm acre^e annually planted depends 
upon the amount of money that distributors are wimng to advance 
for producrion uses. 

Trends in the Fruit and 'Vegetable Industries 

It seems obvioiis that the importance of fruits and vegetables in the 
national diet during the last decade has been increasmg at a tremen¬ 
dous rate. As a direct result, production of many of the individual 
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crops has been greatly expanded. To get a clear picture of the trends 
in the production and volume of these commodities, however, it is 
necessary to study them combined into homogeneous groups. This 
maybe done by constructing indexes of production, prices, and total 
volume of the several crops combined into homogeneous groups. The 
following discussion is based on the facts revealed from an analysis of 
the several indexes of the various groups. The crops are grouped on 
the basis of their economic relationships and importance. The groups 
include (1) aU major fruits, (2) commercial vegetables excludi^ 
potatoes and sweetpotatoes, (3) potatoes, and (4) sweetpotatoes. 

Fruits 

Production of all fruits in the United States during the last decade 
has been ample to meet all demands. From 1921 to 1981 there was a 
23.5 per cent increase in the level of the production of all fruits, the 
index li^g from about 89.5 in 1921 to about 110.5 in 1931. The pro¬ 
duction of apples has declined during tMs period whereas that of 
peaches and pears has increased. In addition, citrus frmts and a great 
many of the small fruits increased tremendously. It is evident that 
more fruits are being consumed now than p years ago. _ As compared 
with the 1924-1929 average, the production of all fruits was 12 per 
cent and 17 per cent greater in 1930 and 1931, respectively. The 
December estimates of me Crop Reporting Board, however, indicated 
a fruit crop for 1932 only 2 per cent greater than &e average. In 1930 
fruit prices to growers averaged 15 per cent lower and in 1931 averaged 
30 per cent lower, owing mostly to the decline in consumer purcha^ng 
power. 

.^though fruit production and prices have varied from year to year 
it is evident that when consumer purchasing power in the country was 
stable the total value of production did not vary. The inference then 
is that fruit growers in general find the total value of their crops more 
dependent upon the purchasing power of consumers, together with the 
general level of price mfiuences, than upon the size of the crops. From 
1921 to 1931 the total value of fruits produced in the United States 
varied directly with the chaises in consume purchasing power, irre¬ 
spective of the volume of production. During the period 1924-1929 
consumer purcharing power was very stable and so was the total v^ue 
of fruit production. But in 1929, 1930, and 1931 consumer incomes 
declined to low levels and so did total fruit-crop values. In 1930 the 
total value of the fruit crops was 17 per cent less than the 1924-1929 
average, whereas in 1931 it was 30 per cent less. Consumer purchasing 
power as measured by the Federm Reserve Board’s index of factory 
pay rolls was 19 per cent lower in 1930 and 89 per cent lower in 1931 
than it was during the base period 1923-1925. During the first half of 
1932 this index averaged 52 per cent lower and for the entire year it is 
estimated to have averaged 55 per cent lower, which indicates a total 
value of the 1932 fruit crops approximatdly 45 per cent less than the 
1924-1929 average. 

The Export Situation 

E^orte of fruit and fruit products during 1931-32 (July to June) 
declined in both volume and value from those of the preceding year. 
Exports of fruit in 1931-32 amoimted to about 1,044,000 short tons 
and were valued at $91,700,000, against 1,195,000 short tons and a 
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value of $120,600,000 in 1930-31. Fruit shipments made up 12 per 
cent of the total agricultmal exports of $752,0002000 in 1931-32 and 
were exceeded in value only by cotton and by gram products. Of the 
$91,700,000 worth of fruit exported in 1931-32, fresh fruits made up 
61 per cent, dried fruits 28 per cent, and canned fruits 21 per cent. 
Fresh apples were the most important of the fnuts exported, account¬ 
ing for almost one-third of the total. Other important fiirats were 
fresh pears, oranges, and grapefruit; <Wed prunes and raisins; and 
canned pears, peaches, salad frats, apricots, and pineapples.^ 

A large part of the production of some of the leadmg fruits is ex¬ 
ported. In the 6-year period 1926—27 to 1930-31, about 51 per cent 
of the dried prunes, 33 J^per cent of the raisins, 17 per cent of the fresh 
apples, 7 per cent of the pears, 8H per cent of the oranges, and 7 per 
cent of the grapefruit produced in this country were exported. Any 
restriction of the foreign outlet unfavorably affects, either directly or 
indirectly, the prices of fruit sold in the domestic market. 

During the 1931-32 season many factors hindered the free flow of 
commomties. Fruit, particularly apples, has been especially hard hit. 
Prices in world markets continued to decline and purchasing power was 
further reduced as a result of the world-wide depression. Many for¬ 
eign countries have sought to increase the protection to their fruit 
mdustries by means of higher import duties, quotas, and sanitary regu¬ 
lations. In addition, foreign purchases have m a number of cases been 
restricted by the scarcity of exchange. Particidarly important from 
the point of view of fruit exports from the United States have been 
the increased duties in the United Kingdom and Canada^ quotas and 
sanitarjr relations in France, and currency restrictions m Germany. 

The fruit mdustries in the various importing countries not only have 
been encouraged by these import restrictions but have been given di¬ 
rect government assistance in improvii^ the quality and pack of their 
fruit. Growers are being supplied with ^ert advice on selecting 
planting stock and on cuxturaf practices. OflBLcial grades and stancC 
ards are being adopted. Modem packing plants have been erected. 
Similar steps have been taken in the principd exporting countries that 
compete with the United States in foreign fruit markets. The results 
of these measures are already being shown in an improvement in the 
qu^ty, CTade, and pack of foreign fruit oompetii^ with United States 
fruit in foreign countries. This growing competition is making it in¬ 
creasingly necessary for American fruit growers and shippers to offer a 
product of high quality in the foreign markets. 

Differences between the Fruit and Vegetable Situations 

The orchard is a long-time investment and the cost of the apple crop 
produced in 1932 is not to be measured by the emenditures of the 
orchardists during that year. The orchard can not be abandoned nor 
its care and culture wholly omitted from the program of the year, sim¬ 
ply because it fails to bear a crop or because it is foreseen that the crop 
IS unlikdy to return even the operating cost of the season. The effect 
of a period of low prices on the production of orchard fruits will not, 
therefore, be wholly apparent at ihe moment. Unprofitable returns 
season after season make it progresavely more difficult for the orchard- 
ist to finance hfe annual operations and to continue to hold title to his 
re^ estate. His applications of commercial fertilizer or of water for 
irrigation may be curtailed. Pruning, spraying, and thiuriiTig may be 
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less effectively done or possibly omitted altogether. The orchard may 
suffer only a temporary injury or it may be seriously and permanently 
damaged. The effect in the latter case will be felt tlirough many years. 

Since most fruit crops vary widely from year to year in their volume 
of production as the rainfall and temperature in specific districts are 
more or less favorable, it is impossible even to estimate at this time the 
extent to which ^e orchards of the country are being injured by the 
neglect from which many of them are necessaiily suffering. If low 
prices coupled with crop failures result in the neglect of commercial 
orchards for 2 or 3 years the results are not likely to be overcome 
within less than 8 or 10 years from the beginning of the period of 
recovery. 

The present situation suggests that commercial fruit production as 
an exclusive means of livelihood should not be undertaken by the pro¬ 
ducer with limited means. He will be unable to survive successive 
seasons during which either economic or chmatic conditions may make 
it impossible for him to recover his annual operating costs. 

Commercial Vegetables 

The volume of production of commercial vegetables has risen about 
72 per cent in the last 10 years. The index of production of commer¬ 
cial vegetables rose sharply from 1921 to 1925, declined somewhat in 
1926, and again increased through 1930. In 1931 there was a decline 
in production to below the 1929 volume, with 1932 production remain¬ 
ing at the 1931 level. During recent years the trend of commercial 
vegetable production has been rising at a decreasing rate, which 
inmcates that supplies are fast overtakiog the increased demand. 

In contrast to production, prices of vegetables have followed a down¬ 
ward trend since 1921. Pnces have varied indirectly with production, 
with prices during 1930,1931, and 1932 declining to much lower levels 
than the size of the respective crops in these years would ordinarily 
have warranted. In short, prices for commercial vegetables averaged 
6 per cent lower during 1930 and 23 per cent lower during 1931 than 
what would probably have been received for these supplies in normal 
times. These declines in prices may be attributed to the marked 
decline in the general level of prices. 

During the period 1920-1929 the total value of commercial vegetable 
crops varied directly with production. As production increased, the 
toM value increased and vice versa. This influence of production 
upon total value is in contrast with the relation of fruit production to 
total value. In 1921 vegetable production was very sm^ and so was 
the total value of the crop. During most of the following 10 years 
there were increases in the volume of production and in the total vdue. 
The increase in production continued through 1930 but the business 
depression and the attending decline in the general price level brought 
about a decline in the total value of vegetaUe crops to slightly below 
that of the 1929 season. In 1931 there was a 10 per cent decrease in 
production and a 22 per cent decrease in total value. On the basis of 
the relationship existing between total value and production during the 
last decade, an 11 per cent decline in total value in 1930 and a 24 per 
cent dedine in 1931 may be attributed to the depression. The 1932 
commercial vegetable production was slightly larger than the 1931 
crop but, with the continued decline in the generd price level, total 
value was somewhat smaller. 
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Potatoes 

Potato production in the United States has fluctuated widely from 
year to year during the last decade, but there has been no definite up- 
ward or downward trend. There have been marked shifts among the 
different areas but for the country as a whole potato production during 
the last few years remained at about the level of 10 years ago. Potato 
puces, likewise, have varied widely in the last decade but, excluding 
the recent demession years, they show no definite upward or down¬ 
ward trend. During the years of comparatively stable commodity 
prices, potato prices varied inversely with production. 

Production of potatoes was low in 1929 and 1930 (about 330,000,000 
bushels) but it mcreased in 1931 to 376,000,000 bushels or about an 
average crop. The 1932 crop was 357,000,000 bushels. On the basis 
of the normal rdationship between prices and supplies, potato prices 
should have been only slightly low;er in 1930 than in 1929, but because 
of the depression and the decHne in the general price level, they were 
30 per cent lower. In other words, the abnormal demand situation 
existing since 1929 caused a decline of 25 per cent and 40 per cent, 
respectively, in the 1930 and 1931 average of potato prices in the 
United States. 

In contrast with the relation of total value to production in the case 
of commercial vegetables, there is considerable evidence that the value 
of the potato crop has varied inversely with the volume of production 
during the last 10 years or more. The years of laige production were 
associated witn years of small value and vice versa. The small 1925 
potato crop had the greatest value of any of the last 10 years. During 
the following three years potato pipduction was increased and total 
value decreased. In 1929 production was decreased markedly and 
total value was increased. The 1930 and^ 1931 crops were successively 
increased and total value decreased. During the last two years, in addi¬ 
tion, total value was reduced 25 per cent and 40 per cent, respectively, 
by the decline in the general level of prices. The total value of the 

1931 crop was the smallest of the last decade. There was a slight 
decrease in production in 1932 but the lower level of commodity prices 
may cause a further decrease in the total value of the crop. 

Sweetpotatoes 

During the last decade there has been a slight downward trend in the 
production of sweetpotatoes in the United States. Since 1922, pro¬ 
duction has gone through two complete 5-year cycles and again readied 
a peak in 1932. The estimates of me Crop Keporting Board placed the 

1932 production at 76,000,000 bushels or almost a record crop, com¬ 
pared with 63,000,000 bushels in 1931 and 54,000,000 bushels m 1929. 

Sweetpotato prices have trended downward in recent years. They' 
have varied inversely with production except when the production of 
potatoes was extremely small or large. In 1925 the potato crop was 
exceptionally small and prices were comparatively hi^; situation 
increased the demand for sweetpotatoes which, in turn, raised prices. 
The revved situation occurred in 1922 and 1928. In 1930 and 1931 
the decline in the general price level caused an abnormal decrease in 
the price of sweetpotatoes. 

The relation of total value to production of sweetpotatoes is similar 
to that existing with commercial vegetables. During the last decade 
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the total value of sweetpotatoes varied directly with the number of 
bushels produced. In addition, however, total value was influenced by 
the value of potatoes and the general price level. In 1930 and 1931 the 
decline in the general price level and the reduction of consumer in¬ 
comes caused an abnormal decrease in the total value of the sweetpo- 
tato crop. Production was relatively small in these two years and this, 
coupled with falling prices, reduced the total value of these crops to the 
lowest of the last 10 years. Declines in total value of 19 per cent and 
43 per cent, respectively, in 1930 and 1931 may be attributed to the 
depression. The 1932 production is almost a record crop but vdth 
commodity prices in general at a stiU lower level the total value of this 
year’s crop may not exceed that of the 1931 crop. 

Responsiveness to Demand 

The present economic situation in the commercial vegetable indus¬ 
tries differs in many respects from^ that in the commercial fruit 
industries. The latto, as has been indicated, are likely to feel for 
several years the injurious results of such neglect as is almost inevitable 
during a prolonged period of unprofitable returns. On the other hand, 
the production of aimually planted vegetable crops can be made to 
respond quickly to either present or prospective demand. Vegetable 
production can and shoiild adjust itself more quickly and effectively 
to the prevailing economic situation than it is possible for the orchard 
industries to do. 

Wells A. Shebman, G. Bubmeistbr, and A. C. Edwards, 

Bureau of Agricultrual Economics» 


C ITRUS Growers Try Out The greatest single factor affecting 
New Varieties as Supply the production of citrus fruits in 
of Standard Sorts Moimts recent years has been the rapidly 

increasing crop produced in the Eio 
Grande Valley of Texas, consisting chiefly of grapefruit. From a few 
thousand boxes produced 10 years ago the output reached about two 
and one-half million boxes dur^ the 1931-32 season. The Texas 
crop matures about the same time as the Florida and Puerto Rican 
crops and coincides fairly closely with the heaviest movement of 
California-grown Washington Navel oranges. This development, with 
the increased production in Florida and some increase in California 
and Arizona, nas greatly increased the total available supplies of 
grapefruit in the United States. 

The acreage devoted to oranges and lemons in California is not 
changing greatly. Varieties of oranges, lemons, and grapefruit pro¬ 
duced in that section, while limited in number, are peculiarly well 
adapted to the needs of the indusl^ and are of exceUent quality. 
Practically the entire orange acreage is planted to Valencia, the orange 
marketed during the summer, and the Washington Navel, the Cali¬ 
fornia winter orange. Grapefruit is almost exclusively the Marsh 
variety, while lemon production is mainly confined to the Eureka 
and lasbon varieties. These varieties are so well adapted to the needs 
of the industry that it is questionable whether others wiU replace 
them for many years to come. 

The heavy production of the standard citrus fruits during recent 
years has focused attention on citrus varieties that come to maturity 
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when the supply of standard sorts is least abundant. In the Gulf Coast 
States from Florida to Louisiana the Satsuma type of orange has 
become a factor of potential importance because it matures m tibe 
fall, months before the heavjr morement of oranges from Florida 
starts. The Satsuma orange is often confused with the tangerine 
because of its free-peeling lind. It is, however, much earher in 
maturity, is seedless, sweet, and of low acidity as compared with the 
tangerine. It succeeds best in the regions near the northern limit of 
citrus culture, where, despite its hardiness, Satsuma orchards have 
been severely injured by periodic freezes during the past decade. 
The recent recogmtion of the need for frost protection shoidd aid in 
stabilizing the satsuma industiw in this section. 

An early maturing variety of the Satsuma group, the Wase, intro¬ 
duced from Japan by the department, has special promise for growing 
in the Gulf coast region. This variety matures two to four weeks 
earlier than the standard or Owari Satsuma, making shipments possible 
throughout October when the market supply of oranges is at the 
minimum. Although regarded as a dwarf variety in Japan, the Wase 
has proved as vigorous and productive as the Owari Satsuma in the 
Gulf coast region. The fruit is of excellent quality if picked as soon 
as mature but loses quality if held after this stage. The crop of Wase 
Satsumas should therefore be disposed of before the main crop of 
Owari is ready for market. The entire Satsuma crop should normally 
be marketed by late November before the heavy movement of tanger¬ 
ines from Flonda starts. The Silverhill, another variety of Satsuma 
originated by the department, has shown marked resistance to cold 
and great vigor of growth, produci^ fruits of larger size than the 
standard Owari vanety ana maturing about the same time. The 
larger size of the fruits, together with its rapid growth and resistance 
to cold, makes the Silverhill a promising addition to fall-maturing 
citrus varieties. 

Another new grou]^ of citrus fruits introduced by the United States 
Departoent of Agriculture is the tangelos, hybrids between the 
tangeiine and the grapefruit. These fruits are mstinctive in appear- 
mce and flavor, resembling neither parent very closely; they are more 
like highly flavored oranges of unusual and attractive appearance. 
While tangelos have been known and grown in Florida for more than 
20 years, it is only recently that a series of varieties has been originated 
and introduced, covering in their range of maturity practic^y the 
whole shipping season. As a class they are characterized by high 
color derived from the tangeme parent, though they are not so free 
peeling as the tangerine. They have a distinct flavor that must be 
tasted to be appreciated. This flavor is so attractive that the use of 
tangelo jmce m fruit punches and other fruit drinks is growing in 
pcmularity. ^ 

One of the best tangelos, the Thornton, has fruits so tender when 
fully npe that they do not readfly endure the handling to which citrus 
frui^ are subjected in commerciri packii^ houses. Such fi^t must be 
gr^ed, cleaned, and packed by hand. This practice can prove prof¬ 
itable onljr with frmts that command a premium over standard 
vanetaes. The culture of fruits of this character offers an attractive 
^Id for the wmter resident of Florida and other subtropical regions of 
the coun^. For the home frui^arden and for local market these 
tangelos have a strong appeal. Wiiile the tenderness of the flesh of 
some tangelo varieties may preclude large commercial developments 
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in them, they are particularly satisfactory for local markets or for 
specialized markets where they can be shipped direct from the 
producer to the customer. 

Lemon Growing 

Lemon growing in the United States is confined almost entirely to 
California. ^ Growing lemons and prepaiing them for the market is a 
highly specialized task as compared with growing oranges or grape¬ 
fruit and is climatically restricted to irrigated, semiarid regions with 
mild winter temperatures. 

An outstanding problem in lemon production is to obtain heavier 
crops of lemons tikat reach marketable condition during the late sum¬ 
mer from July until October. At present the main crop, particularly 
in the interior valleys of California, must be picked during the spring, 
while the greatest demand is during the hot periods of midsummer and 
late summer. Intensive investigations have been started by the 
Department of Agriculture into the factors that influence production 
of the late-summer lemon crop and to determine whether it is possible 
to modify practices in order to increase production during that period. 
Modification of the moisture supply as well as thinning practices are 
being tried in order to secure a more equitable seasonal distribution of 
the lemon harvest. 

Commercial-scale lemon production has never been a success in 
humid rerions such as Florida, and lemons even for home use are often 
lacking mere. On the other hand, the small acid bine, variously 
known as the Mexican or West Indian lime, succeeds well in the 
warmer portions of Florida. The demand however is too limited to 
warrant any large extension of the lime industry especially in view of 
competition mth limes shipped in from the West Indies. 

A seedless lime knowm as the Tahiti or Persian lime is being planted 
to some extent in Florida as a lemon substitute. It is about the same 
shape and size as the commercial varieties of lemon and is immune to 
some of the diseases to which the lemon is subject iu humid climates. 
It is usually shipped ^een because of the poor keepiug quality of the 
ripe fruit. In the trade it is often called the ‘‘green lime.” 

A hybrid between the Genoa lemon and the Mexican lime, called the 
Perrine lemon, has recently been developed by the department and 
introduced for culture in warm humid regions. It promises to furnish 
at least a local source of lemons durmg most of the year. It has thus 
far proved immune to two serious diseases—lime withertip and citrus 
scab. The fruit is lemonlike and does not tend to become oversized as 
do commercial lemon varieties under Florida conditions. It is 
decidedly hardier than the lime but for safe culture is adapted only to 
the warmer parts of Florida and possibly the extreme south of Texas. 

For colder regions in the GuK States a hardy lemon introduced from 
China by the department is receiving favorable attention. This 
lemon, known as Meyer after the explorer who discovered it, is some¬ 
what larger and of different texture and flavor from the common lemon 
but is well suited to home use and to local market demands. 

Other hardy disease-resistant lemon and lime substitutes developed 
by the Department of A^culture are being planted in home fruit 
gardens throiigh the Gulf States to meet local needs. The Eustis lime- 
cmat, a hybridbetween the lime and the kumquat, is the best known of 
these hybrids and is in effect a small hardy lime capable of being grown 
in regions much too cold for true limes or lemons. 
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A promising beginning has been made in Califorma, Florida, and 
Puerto Rico in growing the citron, which resembles a large coame 
lemon with very thick rind. It is largely used in the candied form in 
fruit cake and other culinary products. The annual imports iuto the 
United States in candied form and in brine, chiefly from Italy, Corsica, 
and Greece, amount to about 6,000,000 pounds. It has been dernon- 
strated that fruit of satisfactory quahty can be grown in the United 
States, but the ultimate success of this new enterprise will depend on 
economy in production. 

Among standard citrus varieties there has been a marked tendency 
for bud mutations to occur. Many of these mutations or vanatiions 
are undesirable from the standpoint of commercial production, 
whereas a few represent possible improvements in the varieties. 
Under the leadership of the department, the many trees of undesirable 
•fcyp© have been eliminated from the citrus orchards of Califorma. At 
present special care is being exercised in selecting bud wood from which 
citrus trees are propagated, in order to secure only trees representing 
the best types of the different varieties. 

The extensive development of a canning industry using citrus fruits 
has, in a measure, helped to stabilize the citrus market despite increas¬ 
ing production. The favorable reception of canned grapefruit has 
made it possible to withdraw from the fresh-fruit market a large vol¬ 
ume of second-grade fruit, sound but undesirable because of off size or 
rind blemishes. The canning and freezing of orange juice, while 
smaller in volume than the canned-grapefruit industry, is gradually 
increasing, and promises to provide an outlet for an appreciable por¬ 
tion of the crop. The lemon industry in particular has benefited by 
researches leading to the utilization of nearly all off-OTade fruit in the 
preparation of various by-products such as citrate of lime, pectin, and 
temon oil. 

The development of an export trade m grapefruit offers a possible 
means of averting domestic overcroduction, and good progress has 
been made in the export field. Tme California crop maturing in the 
summer along with the Valencia orange supplements the Florida and 
Texas exports, malring American grapefruit available in European 
countries at all seasons. Owing to economic conditions in Europe and 
growing competition with grapefruit grown in other parts of the world, 
this outlet can not be expected to absorb any very large increment in 
the domestic crop that may occur within the next few years. 

T. Ralph Robinson and A. D. Shamel, 

Bureau oj Phmt Industry. 

F ruit and Nut Industries During the last decade there has 
Show Decided Trend Toward been a fairly definite trend toward 
Higher-Quality Production the production of higher-quality 

products in the commerical fruit 
and nut industries of the United States. It has been recognized that 
the total production of such crops as apples, prunes, peaches, oranges, 
and small fruits is sufi&ciently high to meet the commercial require¬ 
ments of the United States and in most cases to leave a considerable 
surplus for emort. In view of the changing conditions of national 
markets there has been an effort on the part of the industries concerned 
to produce crops of the highest possible quality, even in some cases at 
the expense of quantity. This change is being accomplished in 
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part by planting the highest-quality varieties and in part through the 
improvement of orchard operations. Change in vaneties of orchard 
fruits and nuts is of necessity a very slow process, due to the many 
years through which production from a single tree may be evpected. 
On the other hand, quality may be improved rather rapidly by 
improving production practices. 

The research program of the United States Department of Agricul¬ 
ture is designed to assist the industries in both of these respects. Ef¬ 
forts to secure improved varieties include world exploration to discover 
promising sorts, plant breeding to develop new varieties, and selecting 
and testog mutations or buds sports that may represent improvement 
in existing kinds. The research also deals with orchard or vineyard 
methods that will produce fruit of the highest possible quality from 
varieties now m use. 

The Apple Industry 

The tendency to eliminate apple varieties of poor quality from com¬ 
mercial orchards has been very marked in recent years. In the Pacific 
Northwest the result has been that not more tha n seven varieties con¬ 
stitute most of the commercial crop. These varieties are 'V^esap, 
Delicious, Jonathan, Rome Beauty, Yellow Newtown, Stayman Wine- 
sap, and Esopus Spitzenburg—aR of good to very high quality. During 
recent years pl^tmg of the Delicious has been more extensive than of 
all other varieties combined, and at present there are more trees of this 
variety than of any other in the Pacific Northwest, although the Wine- 
sap still leads in nmnber of bearing trees. In New York and New Eng¬ 
land recent planting have been lai^ely of McIntosh^ with some of 
Northern Spy, Rhode Island Greening, Baldwin, Delicious, and a few 
other varieties. In the great Shenandoah-Potomac-Cumberland apple 
areaj York Imperial, Delicious, Rome Beauty, and Stayman Winesap 
dominate the new plantii^. In plmtings made during recent years 
the red strains of certain oithese varieties, which have been discovered 
as bud mutations, have been substitued to a considerable extent for 
the standard varieties both in the Pacific Northwest and in the Eastern 
States. The varieties now being planted will definitely improve the 
average quality of the Americ^ commercial apple crop. 

Not only are improved varieties being planted, but orchard-manage¬ 
ment practices that will result in better size, color, and dessert quality 
are being developed, and better handling methods we being adopted in 
order to insure tnat the apples reach the consumer in the best possible 
conditions. 

Of primary importance in improving quality is the systematic thin¬ 
ning of crops to prevent overbearing. The research program of the de¬ 
partment 13 establishing a definite basis for commercial fruit-thinning 
practice. It has established the fact that, in most varieties, 30 to 40 
good leaves per apple are required to produce fruit of good dessert 
quality, maximum color, and me most desirable commercial size. This 
research has emphasized the importance of laige leaf area_ per tree, 
which is determined by the growth conditions in me tree. Stimulating 
growth by applying nitrogenous fertilizerSj by mamtaining abimdant 
oiganic matter m me soil, and by conserving available soil moisture, 
or addii^ water is essential in developing a lame le^ system. The de¬ 
velopment of such a foliage systwo, and adjusting the jEruit crop 
to foliage through fruit thinning, wm result in moderate, regular 
production of hi^-quaJity fruit. 
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The Pear Industry- 

Most of the pear production of the United States is in the three Pa¬ 
cific Coast States-^Califomia, Oregon, and Washington. There the 
Bartlett variety predominates, constituting more than three-quarters 
of all production. This variety is unsurpassed as a fresh market pear 
during its season and also consututes practically all of the Pacific coast 
canned-pear output. Duii^ recent years there has been m increased 
production of such varieties as^ Anjou, Bose, and Winter Nelis, 
particularly in Oregon and Washington. 

In the Eastern States also, the Bartlett is an important variety in 
the northern pear districts, including New York and Michigan. Be¬ 
cause of its greater resistance to the pear-blight disease^ however, the 
Kieffer variety predominates in the eastern plantings, m spite of the 
fact that at best it is of only mediocre quality. A systematic search 
and breeding program is under way to obtain for the Eastern States 
pear varieties of unproved dessert quality that will have the blight 
resistance of the Kieffer. 

Since all of the pears on the Pacific coast are produced either under 
irrigation or under conditions requiring thorough conservation of soil 
moisture from winter^ rains, a study of the response of the pear to 
various moisture conditions has recently been undertaken. This work 
is being correlated with soil-management practices including produc¬ 
tion of cover crops and orchard fertilization and with pruning and 
thinning, to determine the most important factors in the regular 
production of good-quality fruit. 

The Peach Industry 

The peach industry of all States except CaJifomia is primarily based 
on varieties intended for the fresh market or for home canning. At 
present the Elberta variety^ predominates in all these States, while 
not of the highest quality, it has held its place because of its excellent 
production record, its good shipping quality, and its attractive blush 
color and yellow flesh. 

In California peach production is dominated by the great canning 
and. diying industries. For canning, the firm, yellow-fleshed, cling 
varieties are used almost exclusively. For drymg, freestone varieties 
of fairly firm texture that will give a dear yellow dried product are 
used. 

Extei^ive breeding investigations to obtain improved varieties, both 
of canning and market type peaches, jure under way m the department 
as well as at a number of State experiment stations including particu¬ 
larly New Jersey, New York, and Michigan. Some very promising 
new varieties have been developed as a result of these investigations 
and are now under commercial trial. Systematic searches for bud 
mutations that may be valuable are also in progress. Mutations of 
the higher-quality canning varieties, ripening earner or later than the 
variety from which they originated and which may thus prolong the 
harvesting and canning season for these varieties have been discovered 
and are being tested. 

Of outstanding importance, pa^cularly to the eastern peach indus¬ 
try, investigations dealing with the relation between the amount 
of foli^e and the size and quality of the fruit. This work provides a 
scientific basis for many orchard practices, including soil management 
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and fruit thinning. The relation of moisture supply to the functioning 
of the peach tree is also being critically studied. The relation of 
winter temperatures and wmter dormancy to the growth and produc¬ 
tion of peach varieties, which is of tremendous importance along the 
southern border of the peach belt, both on the Pacific coast and in the 
Eastern States, is being investigated. The importance of this relation 
was emphasized in 1932 by the almost complete failure of the peach 
crop in the southern part of the eastern peach belt because of the 
extremely mild winter of 1931-32 and the extreme drought during 
the growing season of 1931. 

The Grape Industry 

The commercial grape industry of the United States remains cen¬ 
tered in California, where approximately 90 per cent of the commercid 
crop is produced. This production is entirely of the vinifera-type 
varieties. Of basic importance to the maintenance of the industry in 
that State is the determination of the most satisfactory of the root¬ 
stocks that are resistant to phylloxera or root louse of the grape. 
The department is studying the behavior, under California conditions, 
of the many phylloxera-resistant rootstocks that have been developed 
in various parts of the world. The establishment of vineyards on 
rootstocks resistant to phylloxera is essential to the maintenance of 
vinifera-variety production, particularly on the heavier soil types 
throughout the State. 

It is also of increasing importance in California to obtain a rootstock 
that is resistant to nematodes. Nematode infestation is very general 
on the l%hter, sandier soil types throughout most of the State. Present 
indications are that successful grape production on these types of soils 
will require the use of rootstocks resistant to nematodes. Intensive 
investigations on this line are under way. 

During the last few yearn there has been a wide interest in California 
in producing grapes of high quality to be eaten fresh. A moderate 
production of grapes of superior size is of primary importance for this 
purpose. Investigations on the effect of cluster thinning and of 
ffirdling the canes to obtain superior^uality grapes are under way. 
As a result of investigations the practice of thinning such table varie¬ 
ties as Sultanina (Thompson Seedless) is rapidly increasing among 
commercial growers. 

During recent years the Sultanina has become an extremely impor¬ 
tant variety for shipment as a table grape. Its great populanty in its 
season has emphasized the desire oi the consuming public for good- 
c[uality seedless varieties for fresh consumption. An extensive breed¬ 
ing program now under way in the Bureau of Plant Industry ei 5 )eri- 
mental vineyard at Fresno, Calif., is directed largely toward obtaining 
high-quality seedless varieties. 

In the Eastern States the Concord grape still predominates. Many 
other varieties, however, appear to be worthy of extensive trial. In 
the experiments conducted m the department’s vineyard at the Ar¬ 
lington Experiment Farm, near Rosslyn, Va., the following varieties, 
in addition to those commonly grown, have been of outstanding 
merit: 

Red varieties in the order of their ripening: Captivator, Caco, Bunldrk, 
Oriental. 

Blue varieties: Banner, Fredonia, Goff. 

White varieties: Portland, Ontario, Krause- 
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These varieties seem particularly worthy of trial in sections near the 
latitude of Washington, D. C. 

In the Southeast the Muscadine varieties are the only grapes that 
have proved long-lived. Most varieties of the bunch type of Amer¬ 
ican grapes produce only one or two crops before the vines die. It is 
believed that this is primarily because of root troubles. Investigations 
have been started during the last year to establ^ the adaptability 
of different rootstocks to these mowing conditions and to test the 
production of grape varieties on mese rootstocks. 

Strawberries 

Because of the relatively short life of a strawberry planting, which 
from a practical standpoint ranges from one year in the extreme South 



riGUBB S2 —The Blakemore strawberry, introduoed m 1930 and already an imixurtant shipping and 
preserving variety m the South The plant here ^own was grown at Willard, N. O , where the 
variety was first grown oommeroially 


to a maxiTnuTn of about five years in the northern districts, the change 
in varieties of this fruit may be very rapid. Some modification of 
varieties being planted is occurring at present. 

In the rerion from the Potomac, Ohio, and Missouri Eivers south¬ 
ward there nas been an increased pianting of the Blakemore during the 
last two years. (Fig, 52.) This strawberiy originated as a result of 
breeding work done by the department. It was introduced in 1930 
and is rapidly takmg its place as an mportant variety. In the Pacific 
Northwest the Corvallis, a new variety produced by the Oregon ex¬ 
periment station, and the Redheart, produced by this department, are 
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being tested as canning varieties to replace the Ettersburg 121 Fair¬ 
fax and Dorsett are additional new varieties being introduced by the 
department this year which are of exceptionally mgh quality and are 
expected to prove of value for the central strawberry dSstricts. 

One great need of all strawberry districts is improved varieties. 
Varieties with high dessert quality and resistance to diseases are of 
primary importance. The research of the department in strawberry 
production is largely directed toward obtaining varieties adaptable to 
the needs of the various strawberry districts, and combining the 
characteristic of producing high-quahty fruit with reasonable disease 
resistance 

Raspberries 

In raspberry production also there has been a marked change in 
varieties during recent years. In the Eastern States the Latham, pro¬ 
duced by the Minnesota experiment station, has been largely used to 
replace other varieties of red raspberry because of its hardmess and 

J )roductiveness. Several additional outstanding varieties obtained 
rom abroad and in the breeding work of different experiment stations 
in the United States, are being tested. These include Chief, Uoyd 
George, Viking, and Newburgh. The Cuthbert is still used almost ex¬ 
clusively in the Pacific Northwest because of its excellence for canning, 
freezing, and fresh shipment. 

Blackberries 

An outstanding development in the blackberry industry has been 
the rapid adoption of the Young trailing blackberry or dewberry. This 
variety, originated by B. M. Young in Louisiana, was first called to 
public attention by this department. It is primarily adapted to the 
Southern States, including California, and is far superior in dessert 
quality to other varieties adapted to the warmer sections of the 
tlnited States. The Brainard blackberry, originated and recently in¬ 
troduced by the department, is a high-quality, very productive variety 
adapted to the Central Eastern States. 

The Nut Industry 

The principal commercial nut production in the United States con¬ 
sists at present of pecan production throughout the southern section of 
the coimtry; Persian (English) walnut production, primarily in Cali¬ 
fornia and to a smaller extent in Oregon; almond production, com¬ 
mercially confined to California; and filbert production, lately cen¬ 
tered in western Oregon and western Washington. In addition to this 
commercial production, large quantities of black walnuts are harvested 
from the wild throughout the Central and Eastern States. After 
cracking, the meats are sold. 

Pecans 

The pecan industry is divided into two rather distinct regions. In 
the Southeastern States, including primarily States east of the Mis¬ 
sissippi River, extensive planting of improved or so-called paper- 
shelled varieties have been made during the last 30 years. In the past 
these varieties have been marketed almost entirely in the shell and a 
premium has been paid for large-sized, thin-shelled kinds. 

163060®—33- 22 
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Westward from the Mississippi River Valley, in a territory including 
particularly the valleys of central and^ eastern Texas, Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, and Louisiana, the pecan is an important native forest tree 
Millions of these trees are growing in those States, chiefly along the 
river bottoms, and yield great quantities of nuts each year. At present 
the nuts are largely cracked before being sold, and appear on the mar¬ 
ket in the form of pecan meats. Many of these native pecan groves 
receive some care. Competing trees of other species have in many 
cases been removed and the stand of pecan trees thinned to obtain 
better production from those remaining.^ There is also wide interest in 
top-working some of the native trees to improved varieties in order to 
obtain nuts with superior quality. A considerable number of orchards 
of improved varieties are being established through the planting of 
young trees in the territory west of the Mississippi River. It is the 
present belief, both in the eastern and the western pecan districts, that 
in the future an increasing proportion of the pecan crop wffl be sold as 
meats. For this reason the industiw is anxious to obtain improved 
varieties of nuts that wfll be prolific bearers and that wtR excel in 
cracking quality. Specialists of the department are making critical 
studies of the varieties adapted both to the East and to the Southwest, 
to determine which have both the orchard character and the nut 
characters that make them satisfactory from the cracking standpoint. 

In the Southeastern States the production of nuts in many of the 
large orchard plantings has been disappointing. This has been caused 
by many factors, including lack of proper soil fertility and proper man¬ 
agement practices, and the prevalence of fungous diseases and insects. 
Specialists of the department are studying soil-management practices 
in pecan production, also the effects of such practices as pruning, 
tree spaci^, and thorough control of insects and diseases, on the 
productivity of pecan orchards. 

Persian Walnuts 

The production of Persian (English) walnuts in California and Ore¬ 
gon has been increasing moderately during recent years as increased 
acreage has come into bearing. Practically all of the increased acreage 
is of improved budded varieties. The early-walnut industry in that 
area was largely based on seedling trees. The use of improved vari¬ 
eties is resulting in a higher general level of quality. Improved grading 
equipment in packing houses is also tending to eliminate poorly filled 
or otherwise inferior nuts so that only superior-quality nuts reach the 
consumer. 

In the walnut the pistillate bloom from which the nut is produced 
and the staminate or pollen-producing bloom occur on tibe same trees 
but develop from different buds. In certain varieties the pistillate and 
the stannate blooms do not develop simultaneously, consequently the 
pollination of the pistillate bloom may be imperfect if single varieties 
are used for planting. In the Franquette walnut, for example, largely 
used in Oregon and planted extensively in California, the pollen is 
frequently almost entirely gone before the pistillate flowers have de¬ 
veloped. Consequently, if planted alone, this and other varieties are 
likely to set poorly^ because of lack of pollination. The research work 
of the department is being directed toward determining the most suit¬ 
able planting combinations and varieties for most satisfactory produc- 
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tion. Artificial poUination methods are also beinff tried where there 
are plantings of single varieties, apparently with very satisfactory 
results. 

Almonds 

The number of varieties of almonds grown in California has been 
greatly reduced during recent years. The present trend is toward the 
production of paper-shelled and soft-shelled nuts of the better varieties, 

E articularly the Nonpareil. Other important varieties are Ne Plus 
fltra, Drake, Texas, and Peerless. ^ The elimination of inferior vari¬ 
eties has largely resulted from critical studies of varietal character¬ 
istics made by the department a few years ago. Extensive breeding 
investigations, now under way, are expected to result in improve? 
varieties of almonds, particularly for manufacturing purposes. 

Filberts 

Filbert production in Oregon and Washington is a relatively new 
industry that is developing rapidly. At present it is based chiefly on 
European varieties, the Barcelona being mainly grown in Oregon, and 
the Du Chilly in Washington. The Brixnut ^bert is being planted to a 
limited extent. The department is assisting in the development of this 
industry by making critical studies of the adaptation of different soil 
types to filbert production and by studying the effects of various 
orchard-management practices, including nrigation, soil fertility, and 
handling methods, on the quality of the nuts. 

J. K. Magnbss and associates^ Bureau of Plant Industry, 


V EGETABLE Breeding Investigations of vegetable crops by 
and Disease Studies the Federal and State research agen- 
Win Important Results cies are designed for the development 

of (1) improved varieties, and (2) 
methods of production and disease control that will insure the highest 
yields per acre and the highest quality that can profitably be obtained. 
Ix)w yields per acre usualfy cost more to grow, per unit of product than 
do h^h yidds and the quality is usually low, thus reduci ng the pro¬ 
ducer's profit through high cost and low sale of product. When pur¬ 
chasing products of meoiocre quality the consumer gets less for his 
money than when purchasing high-quality products that contain less 
waste, are more palatable, and are pleasing to the eye. New high- 
yidding varieties and disease-resistant varieties make lower production 
costs possible and hdp to obtain a product of higher market grade and 
greater value for the grower's effort and for the consumer's dollar. In 
the absence of disease-resistant varieties, special methods of disease 
control attain the same ends in many cases. Improved methods of 
propagation, culture^ crop management, and handling of the product 
nave ^o played their part in increasing vdues for both producer and 
consumer. In extreme cases almost whole industries that were threat¬ 
ened with destruction have been saved. 

Some new or improved varieties and special methods for controlling 
diseases and other vegetable-plant troubles are briefly discussed here 
to illustrate the nature and emphasize the value of the research done in 
the last few years by the agencies mentioned. 
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Sweetpotato-Disease Control 

It has been estimated that diseases of sweetpotatoes in the plant bed, 
field, storage, and market caused losses amounting to 40 per cent of 
the crop, worth $25,000,000 to $30,000,000 a year, between 1918 and 
1924. Bexween 1925 and 1930 the losses^ were reduced to about 
$8,000,000 a year as a residt of research on diseases. Much of the im¬ 
portant knowledge of these problems was obtained by the Department 
of Agriculture.^ 

The application of sanitary methods in the seed bed is necessaiy as 
the stcirting point in control of sweetpotato diseases. Repeated use of 
the same sou (or sand) in the seed bed is one of the surest ways of 
perpetuating sweetpotato diseases. The use in the seed bed of soil 
free from disease-producing organisms will help^ to reduce such soil- 
bome diseases as black rot, foot rot, scurf, Sclerotium rot, Rhizoctonia, 
and possibly others. It is important, therefore, that the soil, sand, 
or manure from the old beds should be replaced before the new crop 
is bedded. The rubbish and decayed sweetpotatoes should be re¬ 
moved from aroimd the beds and destroyed. Before the new soil or 
sand is put into the bed, the framework should be di^nfected by thor¬ 
ough spraying with a solution of formaldehyde (1 pint of commercial 
formalin to 30 gallons of water). If more convenient, a solution of cop¬ 
per sulphate (4 pounds to 50 gallons of water) may be used. 

The soil or sand for the seed bed should never be taken from fields 
where sweetpotatoes have been grown. Sand is pref^able to soil, 
but, whichever is us^, it is advisable that it be obtained from the 
woods or from uncultivated fields. If other sources of heat are avail¬ 
able, stable manure is not recommended for use in the seed bed because 
it may contain disease germs. 

The sweetpotatoes selected in the fall for seed purposes should be 
stored in baskets or crates, apart from the general stock. In the spring, 
just before bedding, they should be carefufly picked over, and any that 
show black rot, scurf, foot rot, or other disease, or wounds and bruises, 
should be discarded and only those free of any blemish should be used 
in the actual bedding. 

The sweetpotatoes selected for seed should be disinfected by being 
immersed for 8 to 10 minutes in a solution made by dissolving 1 ounce 
of corrosive sublimate (mercuric chloride) in 8 gallons of water. Cor¬ 
rosive sublimate is a deadly poison and should be kept out of reach 
of animals and irresponsible pemons. The sweetpotatoes should be 
bedded as soon as the treatment is completed, because rinsing in water 
is not necessary and probably inadvisable. The treatment will not 
destroy germs within the potatoes but will only kill organisms on the 
surface. Only wooden or glazed crockery containers should be used. 
After treating about 10 bushels in 24 gallons of the solution, one-half 
ounce of corrosive sublimate, dissolved in hot water, should be added 
and the solution made up to the original amount by the addition of 
water. Repeat the process after the treatment of each 10 bushels 
until 30 bushels are treated, then throw away the solution and proceed 
with a fresh one. Corrosive sublimate can be purchased at any drug 
store. 

^ Although healthy plants may be grown by using care in seed selec¬ 
tion, seed disinfection, and preparation of the hotbed, these efforts are 
iaa^ly wasted if the plants are set in disease-infested soil. Since some 
of the disease-producmg germs will live in the soil almost indefinitely. 
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even in the absence of the sweetpotato plant, sweetpotatoes should 
not be planted on the same ground oftener than once in three or four 
years. No other cultivated crops are subject to the more common 
d^eases of sweetpotatoes, so any crop commonly grown in the region 
may be used in the rotation. 

Disease-Resistant Tomato Varieties 

Several years ago the early-tomato-shipping industry of Florida was 
threatened with destruction by nailhead rust and Fusarium wilt. The 
development of new varieties that would resist these diseases was the 
only solution of the problem. The Mai^lobe tomato, now grown 
more or less extensively over much of the IJnited States, is the result 
of breeding and selection for resistance to these two diseases, and was 
introduced about 1925. Although this variety was developed pri¬ 
marily for the growers of the Florida shipping crop, it has proved to 
be an excellent early midseason home-garden, market-garden, and can- 

2 variety. Probably no other variety is grown so extensively for 
a wide diyersi^ of uses. 

An early variety. Break o’ Day, introduced in 1931, is also resistant 
to nailhead rust and to wilt. variety appears to be less widely 
adapted than the Marglobe, but in many market-garden and trucking 
areas is very highly regarded for early market. Break o’ Day is the 
earliest of the disease-resistant varieties. It is not recommended for 
canning. The most recently introduced disease-resistant variety is 
Pritchard, named, for the late F. J. Pritchard, who produced other 
wilt-resistant varieties of tomato as well as the three named. The 
Pritchard tomato is a second-early variety, a few days later than 
Earliana. It ripens its fruit withm a rather short bearing period, 
yielding a few heavy pickings. It has attracted most favor^le com¬ 
ment because of its excellent scarlet color. It cm not be recommended 
as a major variety for canning, on account of its short heavy-bearing 
period tiiat might be conducive to serious gluts and consequent losses. 
Many canners, however, consider it very desirable for a part of the 
acreage that is to be handled at each factory, since it gives a high 
yield of rather early, very weU-colored fruit. 

Break o’ Day and Pritchard are still new and not nearly so exten¬ 
sively grown as Marglobe, It has been estimated, however, that the 
crops of varieties developed by the Department of Agriculture have 
attained a value of $10,000,000 annually. The greater part of this 
value has been produced in areas so threatened by disease that the 
culture of disease-susceptible sorts is hazardous and unprofitable. 
These varieties can now be obtained from v^etable-seed dealers in 
all parts of the country. 

Blossom-End Rot of Tomato 

Not all serious troubles of the tomato are caused by microoigan- 
isms. Among the apparently nonparasitic troubles is one commonly 
observed by commercial growers and most home gardeners, blossom- 
end rot. 

Blossom-end rot, or point rot, is prevalent and destructive in aU 
States where tomatoes are grown, it caus^ greatest losses in the 
Gulf and Atlantic Coast States and in Califomia, and often large 
losses in the Great Lakes area. 
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As the name impKes, blossom-end rot appears on the blossom end 
of the fruit. However, it is characterized by appeaimg first as dis¬ 
colored areas along the core, the lesions usually foDowing the vascular 
systems to their extremities. With further development a broym blem¬ 
ish appears imder the fruit wall on the blossom end of the fruit. Very 
often mtemal browning of the core may appear without ^e disease 
developing further, the characteristic end rot not being visible on the 
surface. Slore often however, the disease develops rapidly as a dry, 
leathery, tough rot. The affected areas may be small or more fre¬ 
quently spread to cover half the fruit. The disease will affect fruit 
of any age, but appears more frequently on young fruit near the 
blossom end. 

Galloway in 1888 published the first account of blossom-end rot of the 
tomato in American literature. From 1888 to 1910 considerable differ¬ 
ence of opinion as to the exact cause of the disease i>revailed among 
American investigators. Many were convinced that either fxmgous or 
bacterial parasite's caused the msease, while others were of ^e opinion 
that the disease was nonparasitic, and associated with environmental 
and soil-moisture conditions. In 1914, when Brooks presented a de¬ 
tailed study of the disease, the opinion that parasitic organisms were 
its cause was almost discarded, and it was generally believed to be due 
to sod-moisture and environmental conditions. A publication by 
Brown in 1926, agaia raised the question of the possible relation of 
parasitic oiganisms as a causal agent of blossom-end rot. It is because 
of this difference of opinion that a summary of two years' work with 
four crops of tomatoes grown in the greenhouse is presented here. 

Data obtained in these greenhouse studies defimtely associate the 
tomato blossom-end rot disease with soil nutrients and moisture, and 
with temperature and humidity conditions, as related to vigorous veg¬ 
etative growth and the utilization of water by the plant. Plants fer¬ 
tilized heavily with nitrogen and potash but no superphosphate, and 
grown in soil with the moisture held at 82 per cent of its water-holding 
capacity, developed 71 per cent blossom-end rot. Plants grown in the 
same moisture but fertilized lightly with nitrogen and potash, and 
heavity with superphosphate, developed only 26 per cent blossom-end 
rot. it is rigmficant that with the progressive Increase of the soil 
moisture from 39 to 82 per cent of the water-holding capacity of the 
soil there was also a progressive increase in the percentage of blossom- 
end rot. Only 1 per cent of blossom-end rot developed on plants grown 
in soil with the moisture held constant at 39 per cent of the wateav 
holding capacity, while 45 per cent of the fruits developed end rot 
when me moisture was held at 82 per cent of the water-holding capac¬ 
ity. "With the addition of either 3Qitrogen or potash fertilizers a pro- 
gresfflve increase in the percentage of blossom-end rot appeared. The 
appearance of blossom-end rot Tmder greenhouse culture can be largely 
prevented by growing the plants at a relatively low temperature of 66° 
F. during the day. 

The summarized data_ indicate that blossom-end rot remaias in the 
group of nonpararitic diseases, since its appearance seems to be asso¬ 
ciated primarily with the excessive application of nitrogenous and pot¬ 
ash fertilizers and with a relatively h^h soil-moisture condition, both 
of which promote rapid, vigorous vegetative growth. Also, high tem¬ 
peratures that are favorable to an excessively high rate of water loss 
from the soil and from the plant are conducive to the development of 
the disease. 
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It is evident that the disease can be controlled to a large degree by 
avoiding the use of large amounts of nitrogenous and potash fertil¬ 
izers, by liberal use of superphosphate, and by preventii^ either ex¬ 
tremely wet or dry soil conditions so as to promote v^etative develop¬ 
ment and avoid rank, succulent growth. In greenhouse culture, low¬ 
ering the greenhouse temperature to 65° F. should be of considerable 
help. 

Black-Heart of Celery Can Be Controlled 

Black-heart di^ase of celery is foimd in its most prevalent and de¬ 
structive forms m Florida and C^fomia, two of the largest celery- 
growing States, in both of which irrigation is used extenavely. The 
disease is often prevalent in other important celery-growii^ areas and 
has been reported to occur seasonally in areas as widely separated as 
Canada and Bermuda. 

In Florida the seasonal loss to celery growers is approximately 5 per 
cent of a 4-million-dollar crop. Furthermore, the msease may cause 
an individual grower to lose his entire crop. In the lower Kio Grande 
Valley of Texas, growers were forced to discontinue their attempts to 
grow celery, smee black-heart usually destroyed the crops. Often 60 
per cent of individual plantings are lost in Utah, and similar losses have 
occurred in Wisconsia and New Jersey. 

The disease affects principally the tender growing leaflets in the 
heart or crown of the plant, producing first a necrosis near the tips or 
margms. It advances rapidly, causmg large brownish lesions which 
later become black, and these symptoms account for the origin of the 
common name “black-heart.” The plant may develop and recover 
from the disease as many as five times, but as it approaches maturity 
the advance of the disease is usually so rapid as to destroy the entire 
crown part in a few days. The disease is usually characterized as 
a typical dry rot, but often the secondary invasion of organisms of 
tiie BaffiJMs carotovorus group will produce a slimy, soft rot, leaving 
symptoms similar to those of a parastic disease. 

In 1897, Kinney, of Rhode Island, made the first report on the prev¬ 
alence and destructive nature of celery black-heart in this cormtry. 
Winters, of Florida, was of the opinion that heavy application of cer¬ 
tain fertilizer materials contributed greatly to the prevalence of the 
disease. He also recognized its indirect relation to environmental fac¬ 
tors and soil moisture, but had no data to support definite conclusions. 

A 10-year study of the celery black-heart disease has been made by 
the Department of Agriculture, and the data collected during 5K years 
in Sanford, Ma., 3 years in Wisconsin, and 2 years in a greenhouse at 
the Arlington Experiment Farm, Rosslyn, Va., are siunmarized here. 

Usually the disease is caused either by drought or by excessive soil 
moisture due to heavy rains or excessive irrigation. Heavily fertilized, 
vigorous, succulent, rapidly growing plants are more severely affected 
than are slow-grovring, lightly fertilized plants. Excessive irrigation 
apparently causes asphyxiation of the roots and ultimate death of the 
root hairs, creating a condition of drought. In Florida the disea^ is 
more prevalent on the light sandy soils man on the muck soils, indicat¬ 
ing that it is easier to maintain a soil-moisture balance in the muck 
sods having high water-holding capacity. When fertilizer applica¬ 
tions were increased from 1 ton to 6 tons per acre, no black-heart devel¬ 
oped under the 1-ton application, whereas 80 per cent of ^e plants 
developed the disease under the 6-ton application. The disease was 
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held under control for four years, however, by careful regulation of 
irrigation water regardless of the amount of fertilizer applied. Any 
factor that promotes extremely rapid ^owth predisposes to the 
attacks of the disease. Since a relatively high temppature promotes 
rapid growth^ the ^sease is more prevalent after periods of high tem- 

E erature. High temperature may also be related to black-heart 
ecause it causes greater evaporation of moisture from the soil and 
more rapid transpiration or water loss from the plant, creating a con¬ 
dition of drought in both soil and plant. ^ Experimental data mdicate 
that the form of nitrogen used in the fertilizer does not determine the 
prevalence of black-heart, but that the amount applied greatly influ¬ 
ences the disease. The heavier the nitrogen application the greater 
will be the amount of black-heart unless moisture is properly con¬ 
trolled. The fertilizer formula that promoted the best growth when 


plants, lurtner aemonsiratmg me reiamon pianD vigor ana excessive 
fertilizer to the prevalence of the disease. 

Considerable success has been experienced in controlling the disease 
under field conditions by using varieties more resistant to the disease, 
by avoiding the use of large ainounts of nitrogen, and, most important 
of all, by the careful regulation of irrigation water. ^ Excessive soil 
moisture just before or at the time of harvest wffl invariably produce a 
large amoimt of the disease. The rapidly growi^ varieties are usually 
more susceptible than the slow-growing types. The new French strain 
of tall Golden Self-Blanchmg was the most susceptible of all strains 
tried. Golden Self-Blanching was also found very susceptible. Many 
of the newly developed strains of celeiy, such as Meisch Special or 
Wonderful, and Golden Plume, are decidedly more resistant than are 
some of the older varieties. The disease attacks all known varieties of 
celery,^ but the attack is less severe on^ the dark-colored and slow- 
blanching strains than on the easy-blanching types. 


Control of a Mosaic Disease of Cdery in Florida 

For some years before 1930 celery growers in Florida had suffered 
heavy losses from the attacks of a mosaic disease which caused a 
browning md shriveling of the leaf stalks and a general stunting of the 
plant. While the disease was more or less loc^zed, certain growers 
sustained complete losses, and conservative estimates placed the total 
losses in one potion at oyer $50,000 in some seasons. This disease is 
apparently gaining in seriousness. 

The first symptom of the disease to appear on cele^ is a yellow mot¬ 
tling of the young leaves, similar to that caused by virus diseases of the 
mosaic group. These leaves gradually develop a bleached appearance 
and the petioles or leaf stalks curl downward. At the same time the 

S etioles may show a brownish discoloration and shriveling which ren- 
^ er the pla.nt unfit for commercial uses. Affected plants usually occur 
in groups in the row and because of their stunted appearance lend a 
ragged appe^ance to the field. 

Investigations have shown that the vims of this form of mosaic 
apparently doesnot persist in the soil or seed but that it does live over in 
a common weed (OlornTw^Kwa Tmd/Ulora L.), known both as the creeping 
dajrflower and (in Florida) as wild wandering-jew. The leaves of the 
mfected weeds have yellow blotches which often assume a'circular 
form, while the leaves of healthy plants are uniformly green. An aphid 
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(Aphis gossypii Glover) which is very abundant on celery in Florida 
also feeds on Commelina and readily carries the virus from the mosaic- 
affected Commelina to healthy celery. This is especially true where 
the mosaic-diseased weeds grow in patches close to the edges of celery 
fields. 

Two seasons’ experiments have shown that celery mosaic may be 
successfully controlled by removing weeds from about celery fields. 
Commelina is not easily kiiled by hoeing or drying, so that it has been 
found advisable to remove the weeds by the roots and dispose of them 
by burying, burning, or feedinjg them to stock. This process is not 
difficult. In experiments carried out during the winters of 1930-31 
and 1931-32 it was found that in fields which before this time had 
shown losses ranging from 60 to 80 per cent, the losses after careful 
weed eradication were reduced to 6 per cent. Under most Florida 
conditions this method appears to be perfectly practical for controlling 
celery mosaic. 

New Disease-Resistant Potatoes 

The cost of producing marketable potatoes is greatly increased by 
the losses due to the many diseases that attack the growing crop and 
the tubers in storage. Disease-control measures cost the growers 
millions of dollars annually, and, in spite of them, millions of bu^els 
are lost each year. 

Among the most destructive diseases that attack the potato are the 
virus diseases, or so-called ‘‘running-out” diseases, and late blight. 
The virus diseases add to the cost of production, in that many of the 
potato-growing regions can not produce their own seed but must 
obtain it from certain Northern States or from Provinces of Canada, 
where the conditions for the spread of these dise.ases are less favorable. 
The production of seed in these more-favored regions is increased in cost 
by the necessity of growing seed plots and of roguing continuously. 

The severity of late blight fluctuates from year to year, but the con¬ 
trol measmes for this disease alone cost the growers from $20,000,000 
to $25,000,000 annually. In spite of these measures the loss from late 
blight averaged approximately 25,000,000 bushels for the three years 
1920, 1926, and 1928. 

SoU-borne diseases such as conoimon scab, Ehizoctonia, and Fusarium 
wilt also exact their toll. Control measures for these disease are com¬ 
paratively ineffective, especially if ^e crop is to be grown in soil that 
IS infested with the organisms causing the disease. 

The development of disease-resistant varieties is the ultimate solu¬ 
tion for all these problems in potato growing. The results that have 
been obtained through potato-breedmg efforts indicate that such a 
solution is possible. The Katahdin, a new variety that is being dis¬ 
tributed to the growers by States cooperating with the Department 
of Agriculture, is highly resistmt to a very common virus disease 
known as mild mosaic. This is important from the standpoint of the 
commercial grower but is far more important from the standpoint of 
the breeder, since in the production of this variety resistance to a virus 
disease was definitely snown to be transmitted from parent to off¬ 
spring. Through the cooperative efforts of plant breeders and patholo- 
g^ts, varieties resistant to other diseases have also been obtained. At 
Presque Isle, Me., in 1932, several hundred seedlings were grown in an 
imsprayed plot to test them for resistance to late blight. A heavy epi¬ 
demic of me disease occurred, and six of the seedlings manifested 
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marked resistance to it. Several varieties resistant to scab bave also 
been found. No variety that combines resistance to these various dis¬ 
eases is yet available, but an excellent foundation has been laid, and it 
should be possible, by increased effort, to obtain a variety commer¬ 
cially desirable in shape, depth of eye, cooking quality, etc., and with 
the combined resistance to virus diseases, late bl^ht, and common 
scab. This would greatly reduce the cost of producing the potato crop 
by saving the millions of dollars now spent in control measures and by 
eliminating the loss of 20,000,000 to 30,000,000 bushels of potatoes 
in blight-epidemic years. 

Improvement of Size and Yield of Peanuts 

In 1931 over 2,000,000 acres were devoted to peanuts in 12 Southern 
States. The crop had a farm value of almost $30,000,000. This figme 
is much lower than the average because of the abnormally low prices 
received by the growers in 1931. The value of the crop varies from 
year to year, but is ordinarily about $40,000,000 to the producers. 

Two types of peanuts, the Virginia or large-seeded and the Spanish, 
make up most of the crop. The Viiginia-type peanut is grown largely 
in southeastern Virginia and northeastern North Carolina, where ch- 
matic and soil conditions are especially suitable. Some Virginia-type 
peanuts are grown elsewhere^ but most of the peanuts grown in the 
other regions are of the Spamsh type. 

The quantity of peanut seed required per acre depends upon the type 
of peanut and upon planting distances. On the basis of 25 pounds per 
acre, it requires about 50,000,000 pounds of seed peanuts to establish 
the crop each season. Many firms and individuals specialize in sup¬ 
plying peanut seed, but a conmaratively small proportion of the seed 
requirements is purchased. Growers generally make a practice of 
using their own seed year after year, and c^elessness in saving seed 
is imdoubtedly responsible for the production of large quantities of 
small-sized, poor-quality peanuts. 

Large-size peanuts suitoble for special purposes, such as salting, 
usually bring a premium, often as much as one-half cent more per 
pound for farmers' stock. Although many growers produce peanuts 
that are inherently large, most of the commercial large-podded and 
large-seeded peanuts are screened out of farmers' stock. Ordinarily 
only a comparatively small proportion of the factory-run stock can 
be placed in the extra-laige shelled class, of 30 to 32 peanuts to the 
ounce. During certain seasons the proportion of large-sized peanuts 
in the average commercial stock is not over 15 per cent. There is need 
for seed stocks of varieties that have inherent qualities for size, and it 
is to the growers' interest to use these seed stocks whenever available. 

Improvement work with peanut seed stocks was undertaken at Flor¬ 
ence, S. C., in 1916 by the Department of Agriculture in cooperation 
with the South Caroliiia Agricultural Experiment Station. Hill selec¬ 
tions made in 1919 are the basis for a number of improved strains. In 
1928, in compliance with requests from peanut growers and handlers, 
more extensive improvement work with lajge-seeaed Virginia-type pea¬ 
nuts was undertaken at Holland, Va., in cooperation with the Virginia 
Agricultural Experiment Station. S^ of one strain of Jumbo, known 
as Jumbo, 6-24-3, the progeny of a si^le hill selected in 1919, and 
since grown at Florence, S. C,, was included. A strain of Jumbo 
known as Virginia Station Jumbo, produced at tiie Holland station 
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from a single hill selection, and a number of lots of seed obtained from 
commercial sources, were included in the trials. 

In 1929,21 lots of large-seeded strains of peanuts were grown in rep¬ 
licated plantings, and the yield of hay and peanuts and the proportion 
of shelled peanuts to unshelled stock were determined. Hill selections 
were made from all of the more promising lots. Several of the large- 
seeded commercial lots proved to be nodxtures of different varieties, and 
these were discarded. By 1931 only 8 of the 21 lots grown in 1929 were 
deemed worth additional trial. These were grown in replicated plant¬ 
ings and records were taken as in 1929. The averse size of these 
eight strains and v^eties, as sho'^vn by the field trids during these 
years, was well within the classification of extra large; that is, 30 to 32 
to the ounce. These 8 lots were among the 10 highest yielders of all 
sorts that have been tested. Of these 8lots 1 was me Jumbo produced 
from a hill selection made by the department at Florence, S. O., 
another was the Jumbo produced from a hill selection made by the Vir¬ 
ginia experiment station, and the other 6 were from commercial 
sources. Seed of these strains and varieties is now being produced in 
quantity by commercial growers. 

Improvement work with Spanish-tvpe peanut seed stocks has been 
based on the development of two ideals, (1) medium-sized, and (2) 
large-sized peanuts, both of which will show improved yielding capac¬ 
ity and a high proportion of shelled to unsheUed peanuts. A number 
of large-sized Spanish strains have been developed from single lulls, 
but these do not especially appeal to the trade, because they are 
difficult to handle in the cleaning and shelling plants. One medium- 
sized strain known as Spanish 18-38 has proved extremely desirable. 
It is a heavy yielder, large-scale commercial tests vsdth it in Geoi^a in 
1930 having shown ;]^elds of over 1,300 pounds per acre, which is much 
above the average. Tests at the Pee Dee Experiment Station in 
South Carolina also have shown it to have hi^-yielding qualities, 
combined with a proportion of about 80 per cent shelled to unsheUed 
stock. This stram has been vddely distributed throughout the Gulf 
Coast States, where it is very highly regarded by growers and dealers. 

The large-sized Virginia-type stocks and the Spanish 18-38 strain 
are suitable foundation stocks for a stable peanut-seed industry. 
Their use vnll greatly enhance the value of the crop to both growers 
and handlers. 


Development of Disease-Resistant Lettuce 

A very striking example of savi^ a large agricultural industry by 
developmg disease-resistant varieties is that rdating to^ lettuce grow¬ 
ing in Canfomia. Nearly half the lettuce produced in the United 
States is grown in that State. A few years ago the industry in the 
Imperial Valley, one of the two largest lettuce-gmwing r^ons of the 
country, was threatened with compete destruction by a disease com¬ 
monly known as brovm blight. Plants affected with this disease 
become yeUow and stunted and eventually die. The disease is soil- 
home, and aiter one or two crops had been grovm it was necessary to 
shift to new fields. The suitable disease-free land was rapidly being 
exhausted. The Department of Agriculture began work on the disease 
in 1922 and has developed brown-bfight-resistant strains of lettuce 
that will produce normal crops on the most severely diseased soils. 
These strains were introduced under the names of Imperial 2, 
Imperial 3, and Imperial 6. 
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Later, parts of the Califomia industry were again t^eatened, this 
riniA by a mildew. And again plant-breeding activities effected a 
remedy. A mildew-resistant sort of lettuce was produced and, finally, 
varieties that are resistant both to brown blight and to mildew. Two 
strains of the new double-resistant sorts are named Imperial C and 
Imperial F. Most of the lettuce now grown in Califomia is of these 
disease-resistant ^ds. Even at current low prices it is estimated 
that these new varieties are returning $4,000,000 to $5,000,000 a year 
to lettuce growers. 

Mosaic-Resistant Spinach 

One of the earlier acconiplishments in developing a disease-resistant 
variety was the production of the mosaic-resistant spinach named 
Vi rginia. Savoy. Fall growing of spinach about NorfoUs, Va., then the 
most important spinach-producing section of the United States, was 
endangered by the serious losses from a form of mosaic knovra locally 
as blight. Many other areas were less seriously affected. Workers of 
the Department of Agriculture and of the Vii^mia Truck Experiment 
Station discovered that a certain variety of spinach originally collected 
in northern ManchToria was resistant to the disease. This wild 
Manchurian form was very different from the cultivated sorts and imfit 
for commercial purposes. However, it was crossed with desirable 
commerdal varieties, and the resulting hybrid material, after several 
generationsj furnished plants of excellent commercial type from which 
the new variety was developed. The Virginia Savoy is highly resistant 
to the disease and is now widely grown for fall plan^g. It is also 
very hardy to cold, hardier than any other commercial variety, hut 
is not suitable for spring planting because it shoots to seed very early 
in warm weather. 

Vegetable Research Staff, Bureau oj Plant Industry. 


Q uality Progress Marks The first 25 years of the current 
Present Stage of Canning, century was a period of very rapid 
Drying, and Preserving development or the food-preserva¬ 
tion industries and especially of the 
canning of fruits and vegetables. The extent of this development is 
indicated by comparing the values given for certain products in succes- 
ave census years. The census of 1899 stated the value of the 11 most 
important canned fruits and vegetables as $39,143,000. In 1909 the 
value of the same 11 products was $59,636,000; in 1919, it was 
$260,429,000; and in 1929, it was $266,718,000. This is very nearly a 
sevenfoldmcrease in the value of these products within 30 years. When 
there is added to the 1929 total the value of all the various canned 
fruits and vegetables and related products, such as jams, jellies, pre¬ 
serves, and vegetable soups, the grand total becomes $760,342,000. 
For the raw materials growers received $201,177,000. 

This immensely rapid increase in value and volume of canned fruits 
and vegetables has been brought about in two ways, by^ constant 
additions of new products to the list, and by steady increase in volume 
of the oldw items. In 1899 the total pack of any of the four great 
staple canning crops—tomatoes, com, peas, and beans—did not exceed 
5,000^00 cases. In 1929 the packs ranged from 7,500,000 cases of 
snap beans and approximately 17,000,000 each of com and peas, to 
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21,400,000 cases of tomatoes. For some years the annual production 
of snap beans, peas, and tomatoes has approximated 15,000,000 cases 
each, or three times that of 1899, and has had a value closely approach¬ 
ing or in some instances exceeding that of all the canned fruits and 
vegetables produced in 1899. Concurrently with this growth in pro¬ 
duction of the older staples has been an even more rapid increase in 
the volume and value of what were relatively small and unimportant 

g roducts 30 years ago, and a constant addition of new products that 
ave quickly gained general favor and reached large production. The 
increase in value of the annual production since 1899 is eightfold to 
tenfold for canned apples, apricots, peaches, pears, berries, and cher¬ 
ries. Such vegetables as asparagus; spinach; sauerkraut; beets; pump¬ 
kin; squash; tomato pulp, paste, and juice; and vegetable soups and 
such fruits as olives; prunes; grapefruit; and grapefruit juice have 
made their first appearance as canned products at various times within 
the last 25 years and have gained importance and popularity very 
rapidly. 

There have been equally rapid advances in production of most lines 
of dried fruits.^ Evaporated apples are an exception; production has 
shown no sustained increase within the last 25 years, and the tendency 
during the last 10 years has been toward reduction of output. This 
tendency has been pronounced in the Eastern States, with the result 
that production now centers in the Pacific Northwest and California 
Lessened foreign demand, together with domestic competition from 
canned apples and apple products, has been responsible for the decline 
The same explanation applies to the practically total disappearance of 
evaporated blackberries and raspberries from the markets. The pro¬ 
duction of dried apricots and peaches has increased from about 6,000,- 
000 pounds each m 1899 to approximately eight times this quantity 
in 1929. The increase in dri^ prunes in the same period was from 
25,000,000 to 347,000,000 pounds, whereas production of raisins has 
advanced from 10,700,000 poimds in 1899 to 421,000,000 pounds in 
1929, or a fortyfold increase in 30 ye£^. In the same period the aggre¬ 
gate value of evaporated fruits has increased about sixteenfold, from 
$4,757,000 to $76,891,000. 

Increase in Production Checked 

The proCTessive incre^e in production which characterized the can¬ 
ning and (Eying industries throughout t he p eriod under discussion has 
now slowed down or entirely ceased. While the production of any 
given product fluctuates considerably from year to year because of 
uncontrollable causes, there is no longer any tendency toward pro¬ 
gressive increase in production of any of the more important preserved 
fruit and vegetable products. In practically all, production has re¬ 
mained for some years at a_ fairly constant level or has shown a 
tendency to drop below the high levds established in earlier years. 

Fruit and vegetable growers are greatly concerned over the serioim 
reduction in returns which this condition brings about, and there is 
rather generally expressed feeling on the part of persons who know the 
amounte of fresh fruits and vegetables that are annuaUy lost, ^at this 
loss should be stopped by such an expansion of canning, drying, and 
preserving as womd convert the material into nonpenshable forms. 
The Wea is frecmently expresse<i that in the absence of a^ movement 
to this end on the part of the industries themselves, the Federal Gov- 
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emment should encourage and support or establish activities designed 
to preserve these potentially valuable food materials. Such proposals 
overlook the fact that conversion of perishable foodstuffs into less 
perishable forms does not necessarily insure that the material can be 
disposed of at a profit or even at cost of production. The fact that 
those most deeply interested in the industry c^ not see any such 
degree of insiu*ance upon this point as would justify further expansion 
of their business is responsible for the h^t in growth of the preserving 
industries. Many people fail to appreciate the fact that for many of 
the canning crops the cost of empty tin cans at the factoiy exceeds the 
value of the products that would be conserved. For this reason, pre¬ 
serving surplus crops by canning them when there are no assured 
markets for the canned product, is economicafly indefensible and would 
be financially ruinous to those who engaged in it. 

The volume of preserved fruits and vegetables has increased much 
more rapidly than population and conseq^^i^Lt consuming capacity in 
existing areas of distribution. The number of products has also in¬ 
creased, with the result that the various canned or preserved fruits and 
vegetables are in active competition with one another. Introduction 
of a new product, or any increase in the consurnption of an older one 
brought about by effective publicity or otherwise, can only result in 
displacement ana reduced consumption of some other product or 
products. 

Competition With Fresh and Frozen-Pack Products 

Another factor that is contributing in constantly increasing degree 
to this situation is competition in the markets with the same material 
in fresh form. The period during which any particular fruit or vege¬ 
table is available in urban districts is being steadily lengthened through 
greater knowledge of transportation and storage conditions that best 
preserve the appearance and^ table quality of the material and make it 
possible to supply any particular paarket with a perishable fruit or 
vegetable throughout the whole of its growing season. One compara¬ 
tively recent development in this field that directly aff ecte the demand 
for the canners^ leading staples is the very rapid increase in the volume 
of fresh tomatoes, sweet com, and green Deans and peas from the lower 
South and from Mexico that reach northern markets in the late 
winter and early spring. 

Stai another factor that, in increasing degree, narrows the markets 
for canned €uid dried fruite, is the increase in volume of frozen-pack 
fmits and vegetables. Preservation of berries and cherries by freezing 
them in barrels was begmi about 20 years ago as an alternative to can¬ 
ning, and has grown in importance until it now supplies not only pre¬ 
servers but also a considerable portion of the soda-fountain, bakery, 
and hotel trade. In its later developments freezing preservation is 
beiag applied to a considerable number of fruits and also to vegetables 
packed m small consumer packages. Enthusiasts^ statements that 
freezing will ultimately supplant other methods of preservation and 
that a Toss of perishable foods amounting to many inillions of dollars 
annually might be prevented by its generS adoption must not be taken 
too seriously, but the fact that approximately 1,600,000 pounds of ber¬ 
ries are now being frozen annually in the Paciac Northwest indicates 
that as the problems involved are solvedj frozen packing may become 
increasmgiy important in food preservation. 
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Standardization and Improvement of Quality 

Increa^g recognition by the preserving industries, of the situation 
just outlined has resulted in a general shifting of effort from increase 
in production toward standardization and higher quality in products* 
This movement, now well imder way, is taking a variety of forms and 
is being actively assisted by Feder^ agencies and by various State ex¬ 
periment stations. In the drymg industry, which to a very large de¬ 
gree has remained a farm activity carried on by the growers them¬ 
selves, there has been a very defimte improvement in quality of prod¬ 
ucts, brought about through greater attention to the grading of the 
raw material for proper maturity and freedom from blemishes, to adop¬ 
tion of improved methods of drying, to general adoption of more rimd 
standards for appearance and moisture content of the product, and to 
the rather general abandonment of the bulk package in favor of smaller 
consumer packages combining more attractive appearance with better 
protection against moisture and insects. In California there has been 
for some years a deiBboite movement toward replacing sun-drying proc¬ 
esses by large-capacity,^ artificially heated dehydrators. The low cost 
of fuel oil in most of tto area makes it possible to operate such equip¬ 
ment at a cost little if any higher than that of sim diydng, and the 
greater speed and uniformity of drying, the slightly higher jneld of diy 
product, the greater freedom from dirt and insect infestation, and the 
sense of security agdnst possible loss from unfavorable weatW, have 
promoted construction of evaporators in sun-drying centers. In areas 
where sun dryii^ was never possible, as m the prune-growing and 
apple-growing districts of Oregon and Washington, there has been a 
progressive improvement in construction and efficiency of evaporating 
equipment in the degree of care exercised in grading and preparing the 
fruit, and in the control of the temperatures employed in drying. 

In the canning industry there is a very definite and rather widespread 
movement toward the reduction in volume of the pack of the lower 
grades and especially of substandard grades. This movement arises 
out of a somewhat general recognition on the part of canners that the 
packing of poorly graded, overmature, or undermature material to be 
delivered to distnbutors vrithout the packer's label has decidedly in¬ 
jurious effects on the market for the higher grades. This effect comes 
partly because the confidence of consumers in canned foods is destroyed 
and partly because the practice gives opportunity for misrepresenta¬ 
tion by distributors. More than one canner has been shocked to fimd 
that the anonymous, substandard products that he packed and sold 
practically at cost of production, were being sold under fancy labels 
m direct competition with his high-grade products and at very slightly 
lower retail prices. 

Parallel to the movement just indicated is marked progress toward 
adopting such definite Government standards for the various grades of 
canned products as will indicate their quality and desirability to pur¬ 
chasers in the same way that the standard grades for fresh fruits and 
vegetables now do. Both these movements are vigorously supported 
and fostered by both Federal and State agencies. An official fading 
service has recently been made available by the Bureau of Agricul¬ 
tural Economics for the benefit of the canners. Through it they may 
obtain official certificates of grade on samples of merchan^e that they 
submit to the bureau for certification. The promulgation of grades 
under this activity and the inspection service are alsohelpful to bank- 
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ers who finance stored stocks of canners' merchandise. In addition to 
its obvious benefits to the public, the establishment of definite stand¬ 
ards is directly beneficial to the producer of raw material, since the 
canner in turn establishes grades tor the fruits and vegetables he uses 
and pays a premium for high quality. 

Substantial process is also being made toward securing higher 
quality in canned and preserved products through intensive study 
of the raw materials. The factors constituting quality in^ tomato 
products are receiving intensive study at the Indiana Agricultural 
Experiment Station, and comparative studies of the canning quality 
of leading tomato varieties have been carried on at the Maryland 
station. In the Bureau of Plant Lidustry of the United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, studies of the comparative adaptability of varie¬ 
ties of the more important frmts and vegetables to canners’ use have 
for years been an important line of investigation. Such comparative 
studies of sweetpotatoes, sweet com, and peaches have been com¬ 
pleted, while others dealing with pumpkins, peas, tomatoes, apples, 
and beets are well under way. These studies involve the determina¬ 
tion of the factors constituting or con^buting to qualitw in the 
canned product, of the comparative ranking of varieties with respect 
to the degree m which they possess these qualities, and of the effect 
upon the material of various factors such as stage of maturity, cul¬ 
tural treatments, and climatic and environmental conditions. All 
of these studies, together with much of the breeding work in progress 
in the bureau, have as their objective to make possible the production 
of finished products of a higher degree of uniformity and possessing 
greater palatability and fooa value. 

Consequently, me outlook for the fruit and vegetable preserving 
industry possesses distinct promise. There is no immediate prospect 
of any material expansion, and it is clear that any movement in the 
direction of increased production at present would be highly unfor¬ 
tunate. There is general realization of this fact throughout the indus¬ 
try. As a result, tne period of standstill in total production is in reality 
a period of very intense activity directed toward the production of 
standardized products of the highest possible quality . In consequence 
the industry is building the soundest and safest possible foundation for 
future growth when improvement of economic conditions throughout 
the world makes such growth possible. 

J. S. Caldwell, Bureau of Plant Industry. 

M ethods of Handling, Success for a farmer is not meas- 
Transporting, and Storing ured entirely by the quantity of 
Perishables Improved the produce that he raises, nor 

even by its quality. It is often 
said that he is producing too much, and at present he can not find a 
profitable market for his output. Unless he can get his fruit and 
vegetables to market in good condition, his returns usually are dis¬ 
appointing. Frequently only the best offerings bring a profitable 
return. It does not pay to ship poorly packed and unattractively 
conditioned lots to distant markets. 

Several of the principal fruit-producing sections of the^ United 
Statos are on the JPadfic coast, in the Southern States, or in other 
regions from which it requires several days to ship produce fx) the 
pnncipal markets. Therefore, in such sections shipping varieties,^’ 
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varieties with good shipping qualities, are principally grown. How¬ 
ever, it frequently is necessary to harvest even these varieties before 
the fruit has reached the stage at which it will ripen \\ith the best 
quality for eatmg. The United States Department of Agriculture 
has given considerable effort to developing maturity standards in 
order that fruit of better quality may reach the consumer. Informa¬ 
tion obtained in the course of this work has been widely used by the 
shipping trade and in establishing official grades and standards for 
reg^atory purposes. 

Frozen-Pack Fruits and Vegetables 

While the necessity of shipping a thousand miles or more may 
require that some kinds of fruit be picked before they have attained best 
quality, fully mature and properly ripened fruits can be marketed 
from even the^ most distant producing regions by the frozen-pack 
method, by which the fruit can be packed either in barrels or in smaller 
air-tight containers, with or without sugar or sirup, and held under 
refrigeration until needed for use. By this method high-quality fruit 
can be kept in quantity for extended periods to supply jam makers, 
bakers, confectioners, and ice-cream manufacturers as well as for 
dessert purposes in the home. 

The method also offers possibilities in handling certain vegetable 
crops, particularly peas and lima beans. The particularly pleasing 
flavor of the products when fresh from the garden is laigelv lost in 
canning but may be very satisfactorily preserved in frozen pack. This 
method is already being utilized to some extent by the hotel and res¬ 
taurant trade as well as in the dining service of steamship lines, where 
quality is stressed and good ref^eration facilities are available. 
However, certain problems peculiar to vegetables must be solved 
before more than limited application of this method can be attempted. 
The department therefore is not ready to recommend its general 
commercial use wdth vegetables. 

A frozen-pack market is now open to fruit growers in many pro¬ 
ducing regions, particularly the Pacific Northwest, the Gieat Lakes 
region, and some parts of the South, Michigan sour cherries have 
been frozen for pie-making purposes for many years. Likewise, 
strawberries, raspberries, and other fruits have been frozen in barrels 
in the Pacific Northwest and in some parts of the South and shipped 
to jam makers throughout the coun^. Recently there has been a 
growing interest in packing high-quality fruit in small-sized consumer 
packages. The department’s recent work in this field has demon¬ 
strated that the very rapid freezing of such products that has gen¬ 
erally been practiced, is not essential; that the temperatures and facili¬ 
ties available at most cold-storage plants ai’e entirely adequate for 
producing first-class quality frozen pack; and that e:^ensive special 
equipment for very rapid freezing is not required. This work has like¬ 
wise shown that certain varieties of fruits are better adapted than 
others to preservation by freezing. It is believed, therefore, that if the 
frozen-pack fruit business develops into a major industry it will re¬ 
quire the use of special varieties rather thm serving^ naerely as a 
‘^safety valve” for present pwroduction of shipping varieties, just as 
the peach-canning industry in Califomia has caDed for the use of 
varieties grown almost exclusively for canning. 

16305(y»—33-23 
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Spray Residues and Their Removal 

In conditioning fruits and vegetables for market a number of dijflfer- 
ent problems are encountered. For example, the necessity of spraying 
to control insects and fungous diseases often results in the retention 
of objectionable sprav residues which must be removed before the 
products can be marketed. These spray residues detract from the 
appearance of the fruit, and some, particularly lead arsenate com¬ 
monly used on apples and pears, are dangerous to health when the 
residues are present in excessive quantities and the fruits are eaten 
without paring. While the effects of eating lead and arsenic in the 
amounts sometimes found on unwashed fruit may produce immediately 
serious effects in especially susceptible people, the most serious objec¬ 
tions to these spray residues ordinarily arise from their cumulative 
effect on the human system. 

In many sections insect control does not require heavy spra;^g, and 
in other sections spray residues are usually reduced to an unobjection¬ 
able amount by rains and other natural weathering processes. How- 



FxQUJUE £3 —PadcUe washer for removing spray residue from apples (Directions for making the 
washer are given m Fanners* BuUetm 1687) 


ever, in producing sections where heavy spraying is necessary for insect 
control, and especially where the spray residue does not weather off, 
the residue must be removed artificially, usualljr by washing the fruit 
in chemical solvents. This problem has been given increasing atten¬ 
tion dnce about 1926, when, under the food and drug act, the depart¬ 
ment proceeded to regulate the interstate movement of fruit bearing 
excessive quantities of spray residue. While this regulation necessi¬ 
tated the installation of cosuy cleaning machineiy by many producers, 
it insured the unrestricted movement of properly cleaned apples and 
pears to forei^ and domestic markets. 

While recognizing its obligation to consumers in enforcing the spray- 
residue regulations, the department did not neglect its duty to the 
producers, and from the outset has made studies of cleansing methods 
that coidd be employ^ed to remove spray residues most efiBiciently and 
economically and without impairing the keepii^ quality of the fruit. 
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(Fic. 53.) The results of this work are now generally applied by the 
ap^e and pear industries in producing sections where the most trouble 
has been encountered. Considerable work has also been done in 
developing satisfactory methods for removing spray residues troin 
grapes, cherries, peaches, and certain vegetables. 

Spray residue is not a particularly important problem on citius 
fruits, but the fruits require washing to remove dirt, soot from orchard 
heaters, scale, insects, etc. The washing process also provides an 
opportunity to give the fruit a disinfectant bath to reduce or control 
certain fxmgous diseases that otherwise might take a heavy toU during 
shipment or storage. Improved methods of washing and handling 
citrus fruit have been worked out by the department and are now in 
general use throughout the producing regions in California, Florida, 
and Texas. 

Coloring Citrus Fruits 

At certain seasons of the year fully mature citrus fruit requires 
artificial treatment to attain the attractive color demanded by the 
market. In the early part of the harvest season before cooler weather 
comes to stimulate color development of fruit in the center of heavily 
foUaged trees, as well as veiy late in the season when the fruit tends 
to turn green again after being fuUy colored on the trees, stimulation 
of coloring is required. This conditioning is done in special coloring 
rooms where the fruit can be subjected to controlled atmospheric con¬ 
ditions. Proper remilation of temperature, humidity, and ventilation 
must be maintained, together with the right concentration of coloring 
gases, of which ethylene is the principal one. This coloring process does 
not afi’ect the food value of the fruit but merely insures that its appear¬ 
ance shall match its eating quality. Improved methods of coloring 
have been developed as a result of the department’s investigations 
during the last three years. These have resulted in a better control of 
decay, a shortening of the coloring period, prevention of shrinkage in 
the &uit, and a more satisfactory coloring, with a price premium often 
averaging as much as 50 cents a box. 

Culinary and Other Qualities of Stored Potatoes 

The department’s investigations on the storage of potatoes have 
revealed important information on the m^tenance of good culinary 
quality, which, as it becomes known, is being reflected in market pref¬ 
erence and demand. Nem-ly everybody knows that stored potatoes 
often are soggy and sw’eetish when cooked, and frequently are unsatis- 
factoiy for m airing potato chips or French fried potatoes after winter 
storage. The reasons were found to be that starch is converted into 
sugar in potatoes held in storage at temperatures below 40® F. In 
potatoes held at 50° or above, however, the starch is not converted, and 
when cooked or baked such potatoes are “mealy” and make good 
French fried potatoes and potato chips. If it is necessary to use the 
lower storage temperatimes, however, to prevent sprouting and for long 
keeping, a considerable improvement in cooking quality can be effected 
by removing them from such low temperatures and holding them at a 
temperature of 55° to 65° F. for two or three weeks before use. 
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Economies in Improved Refrigeration of Fruits in Transit 

Present economic conditions have focused the attention and efforts 
of farmers and others concerned in handling and marketing farm crops 
on the most economical methods that can be employed in the market¬ 
ing process. Methods which theoretically or actually may be most 
efficient or effective often must give place to others less costly which 
alone can be used. In other words, me law of diminishing returns is 
being demonstrated in this field as in many others. 

The transportation of oranges from California to eastern markets 
offers an example. For years the perishable nature of oranges has 
been stressed. Emphasis has been placed upon the necessity for the 
most careful handling to prevent mechanical injuries wMch open the 
way for decay, and on the use of full refrigeration in transit to maintain 
the fruit in good condition and to retard the development of any decay 
that may have started. This has involved reicing refrigerator cars 
from 10 to 12 times between California and New York City, where 
much of the fruit is sold. At each reicing station the train must be 
halted and cam switched to and from the icing platforms, all of which 
involves delays and costs beyond that of the ice used. 

Improvements in railroad service have materially cut down the run¬ 
ning time, so that it is now possible to deliver cars of oranges on the 
New York market 9 days after they leave California instead of 12 to 
14 dajys or more, as was the case when ‘‘standard-refrigeration ” service 
was inaugurated. It seems entirely possible to reduce the transit 
period stiff further by the more general adoption of modified refrigera¬ 
tion service which has been proved entirely practicable by investiga¬ 
tions conducted by the Department of Agriculture since 1928. In this 
work the department has found that it is stiff necessary to stress care¬ 
ful handling of the fruit to avoid loss from decay, but tnat oranges can 
be transported tmder modified and tes costly refrigeration metiiods 
and arrive on the New York market in a condition as satisfactory as 
when standard refrigeration is used. 

Under the modified-refrigeration method, nonprecooled fruit is 
loaded into preiced cars and held for a dav or two at the shipping point 
to cool in the cars. The bunkers are refilled by the shippers before the 
oars leave the shipping point and are reiced but once in transit. This 
method saves the cost of precooling equipment and also reduces the 
cost of refrigeration in transit below that incurred under the standard- 
refrigeration method, under which the fruit is loaded into warm cars 
that are not iced imtil the train is made up and ready to leave for market, 
after which the ice bunkers are refilled at least once a day duiing transit. 
The cars sxe delivered at New York City vith bunkers full of ice, even 
if the fruit is unloaded immediately, and the remaining ice is wasted. 

While, theoretically, standard-refrigeration service affords better 
protection to the fruit at the end of the journey and may actually be 
needed for shipments moving during extremely hot weather, or with 
“weak ” fruit near the dose of the shipping season, the use of the modi- 
fied-refrigeration service is growii^ rapidlv. The latter has the advan¬ 
tage of cooling the fruit more rapidly at the beginning of the trip, and, 
in reducing loss from decay and m maintaining the fruit in good condi¬ 
tion, this initial cooling is more ii^ortant than lower temperatures at 
the end of the transit period. The difference in rates lor the two 
classes of refrigeration service cmaounts to $30 to $35 or more per car, 
which under present conditions represents a very substantial item in 
the profit ancl loss account of the shipper. 
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Transportation of Strawberries and Pears 

Recent inyestigations by the department have demonstrated that 
similar economies are practicable in the transportation of strawberries 
from Florida to northern markets, at least in the cooler part of the 
year, and in the transportation of pears from the Pacific Northwest to 
New York and other eastern markets. 

Strawberries are among the most perishable fruits, yet by using pre- 
cooling methods developed by the department, that can be carried out 
in the ear after it is loaded, the berries can be forwarded by express in 
car lots, precooled and not re-iced in transit, just as satisfactorilv as 
under the former method of re-icing several times en route, ^he 
modified-refrigeration method saves $20 to $25 a carload. 

In shipping pears from the Pacific Northwest, especially Bose and 
other fall and winter varieties, the department’s investigations have 
demonstrated that precooled fruit can be shipped with only one re-icing 
in transit, yet reach the eastern markets in satisfacto^ condition. 
Bose pears, which can not be ripened satisfactorily in cold storage, can 
be shipped in this way and by the heat of their respiration during 
transit, ripened to the condition required for marketing. This avoids 
the expense of extra handling and conditioning after arrival. Omitting 
refrigeration in transit reduces the cost of transportation about $90 a 
car. This reduction, with the further saving on conditioning costs 
under present conditions, maj^ mean the difference bet'ween profit and 
loss to both shipper and buyer. 

Further economies have likewise been demonstrated in the possi¬ 
bility of heavier loading of precooled pears. The standard load has 
been 520 boxes, which is the maximum found advisable with warm 
pears. But the department found that the load of precooled pears 
could be increased to 720 boxes without endangering the carrying 
quality of the fruit and with a corresponding reduction in the cost per 
box of refrigeration when transit refrigeration is used. 

Other Improved Shipping Practices 

Other investigations by the department in the field of transportation 
of fruits and vegetables have special importance in reducing costs and 
eliminating losses. Among these, two are of special interest. 

Improved methods of preventing damage to fresh fruits shipped 
during freezing weather have been worked out with shipments of 
apples and pears from the Pacific Northwest.^ Two types of injury 
occur more or less commonly in these winter shipments. One is freez¬ 
ing, occurring most frequently in the bottom layers m the cars. It 
has been very generally confused with a type of bruising that occurs 
only while the fruit is in transit and is due to the pounding or vibration 
of the car floor against the bottom of the boxes contaimng the fruit. 
These vibrations are absorbed by the outside layer of fruit and pro¬ 
duce flattened bruised areas often indistinguishable from freezing 
injury, which is likewise largely confined to the same locations in the 
car because the region of the floor is the coldest place. The depart¬ 
ment’s studies proved that the transit bruising comd be eliminated by 
using a corrugated-paper liner in the boxes. This liner acts as a re¬ 
silient cushion and absorbs the vibrations, thus protecting the fruit 
from damage that heretofore has totaled many thousands of dollais 
annuaUy. 
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The other type of damage encountered in wdnter shipments of apples 
and pears is the acceleration of the ripening rate caused by the use of 
heaters to protect shipments from freezing. Charcoal heaters placed 
in the ice bunkers of the cars are commonly used to protect winter 
shipments during transit. Under standard heater service pro\dded by 
the railroads one heater is lighted when the outside temperature drops 
to a specified minimum and a second when the temperature drops to 
a lower specified temperature, varying for diflTerent products; the 
heaters are extinguished when outside temperatures rise again to the 
points specified. This practice takes no cognizance whatever of the 
temperatures inside the cars. Heaters are attended only at certain 
designated stations, usually division points, which means that for 
periods of several hours at a time the fruit in a car may be subjected 
to unregulated temperature extremes. The department found in its 
investigations that under this practice temperatures as high as 60® to 
70® P. or more, often prevailed in the upper part of the car while 
freezing temperatures persisted at the floor. A fully effective means 
of equSizing these temperatures has not yet been developed, but cer¬ 
tain improvements in operating methods have been suggested. The 
work of the last two winters has demonstrated that it is entirely prac¬ 
tical to govern heater service according to temperatures prevailing 
inside the cars instead of according to outside weather conditions. 
Resistance thermometers or other indicating types can be installed 
inside the car at the bottom doorway and read from the outside with¬ 
out opening the car door. Refrigerator cars are insulated so that 
temperature changes inside them are influenced only slowly by outside 
conditions. Under the new method investigated by the department 
and known as ‘^inside control,'' the heaters need not be lighted until 
the temperature inside the car at the floor, at the coldest place, drops to 
the danger point. When the temperature in this critical location rises 
sufficiently the heaters can be extinguished. It makes possible a more 
intelligent protection of the shipment, decreases the cost of fuel by 
reducing the time during which heaters are operated, and prevents 
long-continued overheating of the top of the load with consequent 
impairment of its subsequent keeping quality. 

The service that the department has been able to render by investi¬ 
gating problems of handling, transportation, and storage has been a 
vital factor in building up and maintain ing the fruit and vegetable 
industry of the country, particularly in proaucing centers far distant 
from the great consuming markets. It has contributed very materially 
to the development of highly specialized agricultural industries in re¬ 
gions where products can be grown to perfection but where, unless 
proper methods of handling, transportation, and storage are used 
these products can not be made profitable. 

D, F. Fisher, Bureau of Plant Industry. 


C ONTROL of Fruit and Methods of controlling pear blight 
Nut Diseases by New were developed by the United 
Method Making Headway States Department of Agriculture 

many years ago, and good results 
vrere obtained by cutting out and dismiecting portions of the trees 
that harbor the blight (Specially by cutting out the ‘‘hold-over” 
cases during the dormant season and thus eliminating the germs that 
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live over the -wintei), hj' modifying cultural methods, hv pnining 
trees into better shape to permit fighting the disease, and by other 
methods, yet growers ha\ e a hard fight against this disease in produc¬ 
ing Bartlett, Anjou, Bose, and other susceptible varieties that are 
commonly grown because of the high quality of the fruit. The fisht 
is easier if more resistant varieties such as* Kieffer, of iow quality, 
and Seckel, of high quality, aie grown. 

Several years ago hand-poUination crosses of the more resistant 
varieties w ere made in the nope ot selecting, from the resulting seed¬ 
lings, varieties that would combine blight resistance with good quahtv. 
Of "the 3,500 seedlings first produced, 2 appear to meet this condi¬ 
tion; 2 more are blight resistant, but not quite so good in quality, 
though productive and promising; and several others are blight 
resistant, but not quite good enough in quality to compete. Dunng 



Figlke Apple graft unions, tieated and nontreated A, **T\oolU-knot” tjjpe of gall, oocur- 
nng on approMinately 30 per cent ot trees gro^ ing from nontreuted i-raftB B, Smooth muon 
obt uned by dj&infectmg seedlmgs, and using the new rubber wraps Number of galls reduced to 
approMmately 10 per cent. C, Seedlmgs disinfected and grafts wrapped with raffia do not show 
muons a<s well kmt os those on which the rubber wraps are used 

the last seven years about 10,000 new seedlings have been produced 
for this study and ai’e now under observation at the Arlington Experi¬ 
ment Farm,” Rosdyn, Va. They are inoculated annually with pear 
blight to hasten the demonstration of their susceptibility. The very 
susceptible ones are being rogued out. Their productiveness and 
fruit quality will not be known until they come into bearing. It has 

I iroved much easier to obtain a fair degree of blight resistance from a 
arge number of seedlings than to obtain the desired high quality of 
fruit. 

Crown Gall 

Crown gall, which is common and destructive on practically all 
kinds of fruit trees in the nursery and orchard districts of the United 
States, has been particularly severe and uncontrollable in one of its 
forms known as “woolly knot” in the eastern portions of the United 
States. (Fig. 64.) Losses from this trouble in the root^afted 
apple nursery have frequently been 25 to 50 per cent of the trees. 
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The bacterial organism formerly known as the apple hairy-root 
strain of the crown-gall organism has been definitely established as 
causing the woolly-knot or hairy-root type of crown gall on grafted 
apple trees and has been named Phytoinonas rhizogenes, Lifc-histoiy 
and other laboratory studies on tliis organism have proved that seed¬ 
ling understocks are frequently sources of infection. A surface dis¬ 
infection of the seedling understock has resulted in a considerable 
descree of control. New types of wrapping materid for the graft 
union have been developed. A new wrap of adhesive tape is now 
being used extensively in commercial nurseries. An inexpensive and 



Figure 55 —Phony disease of the peach, showing its dwarfing efiect on tree and ftuit. Left, 
phony tree and fruit, right, normal tree and frmt 

E ractical new rubber vvxapping material has been devised and is 
eing tested in cooperation with several nurseries. 

Phony Peach Disease 

The phony <^ease of the peach has occasioned the loss of more than 
1,000,000 bearing peach trees in Geoigia, and during the last decade 
has spread over scattered districts of moderate-to-hght infection in 
a contiguous area comprising 12 additional States. (Fig. 55.) Ee- 
search has shown that the phony disease is a new member of the peach- 
yellows group of virus diseases, although of totally different growth 
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oharaoteis, and that instead of being systemic, the virus is in this case 
confined to the root. The dise<»se has been transmitted artificially 
onlv by grafting a phony root to the root system of a normal tree, 
and the incubation period is about 18 months. Since the vims does 
not become established in the fruit (including the seed), the buds, 
or the scions, these parts may be shipped and used freely without 
danger of disseminating the disease. Plum, apricot, almond, and 
other close relatives of the peach readily take the disease by artificial 
inoculation and must be considered potential carriers of the infective 
\nrus. Confirmatory identification of the disease in its early stages 
and under other doubtful or difficult conditions in the field has been 
made possible through the discovery of a simple and rapid laboratory 
test that is applied to the roots. 

Such information resulted in the organization of the phony peach 
eradication campaign and of quarantine measures for practieaf control 
of the disease- _ Researches aimed at aiding These activities are now 
in progress and include studies on the natural means of dissemination, 
the time of natural infection, protective devices, developing root¬ 
stocks resistant to the disease, and the disinfection of nursery trees. 

Peach Bacterial Spot 

As a result of work on the development of new fungicides for use as 
orchard sprays, a new spray for the control of peach bacterial spot 
{Bacterium ptani) has been introduced. Bacterial spot has been 
recognized as a disease of the peach since 1907, but only in the last 
decade has it become so destructive to fruit and foliage as to cause 
serious losses. It is in some seasons a major disease in orchards of 
the South and Middle West, esiiecially those planted in light, sandy 
soils. This new spray or fungicide, known as zinc-lime, is composed 
of 4 pounds of zinc sulphate and 4 pounds of hydrated lime mixed with 
50 gallons of water. It has controlled mild cases of peach brown rot 
{Sderotinia fiucticola) and peach scab {Cladosporium carpophilum) 
and can be used in combination with arsenate of lead and with the 
sulphur sprays commonly applied to the peach during the giuwing 
season.^ It is cheap, easily made, and noninjurious to peach fruit 
and foliage. Leaves of peach trees sprayed with zinc-lime are usuallv 
larger and a deeper green than those "sprayed with sulphur or left 
unsprayed. When combined with ^c-hme, arsenate of lead is less 
liable to cause burning of peach foliage, fruit, and twigs than when 
used alone or with other fungicides. Before the introduction of zinc- 
lime there had been no fungicide that could be applied to peach trees 
at frequent intervals, as is necessary in the control of bacterial spot, 
without causing serious injmy. 

Cluster Rot of Pears 

Prior to 1930 cluster rot, spreading from centers in boxed winter 
pears from certain sections of the Northwest, was so serious that the 
growers estimated that they lost about $1 a box in refunds because of 
excessive rot and in a resuTting demoralized condition of the market, 
because dealers wrere afraid to bid on the pears likely to be affected 
with this rot. Some consignments were so badly rotted that the public 
health authorities of New York ordered them dumped. It was not 
uncommon for 10 to 15 fruits to be affected by the spread of one initial 
rot. "VVlien it w’as discovered that the rot was spreading through the 
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wrapper from diseased to sound fruit, it seemed possible to prevent its 
spread by tbe use of a chemically treated wrapper. After experimental 
trials was accomplished, and in 1930 there was devised and ready 
for use on a commercial scale a pear wrapper impregnated with sufiB- 
cient copper sulphate to prevent the spread of the cluster rot on pears 
wrapped in it and yet not carrying enough of the chemical to be inju¬ 
rious to the fruit. The Apple Growers Association of Hood River, 
Oreg., alone estimated a loss of $15,000 because of cluster rot in the 
1929 crop of pears, while on the 1930 crop, on which the growers used 
the copperized paper, there was practically no commercial loss. The 
rot on experimental holdings was reduced from 80 per cent to 2 per 
cent by the use of treated wrappers. The use of a chemically treated 
wrapper to prevent the spread of a fungous disease is an innovation 
in plant pathology. 

Avocado Diseases 

Avocado fruits in Florida are subject to three widely distributed 
fungous diseases that cause considerable losses. Two of these, scab 
and Cercospora fruit spot, attack fruits and leaves in early stages of 
their development. The third disease, known as black spot or anthrac- 
nose, does not attack fruits until they approach maturity. The Oer- 
cospora fruit spot is by far the most serious trouble of the t^ee. Avo¬ 
cado varieties differ greatly in susceptibility to these diseases, and 
several of the leading commercial varieties are severely attacked. 
Spraying experiments conducted by the Department of Agrietdture 
during the last two seasons have proved that when proper attention is 
given to the disease susceptibility of a particular variety of avocado 
and to the proper timing of the spray for the particular disease or dis¬ 
eases to which the variety is subject, satisfactory commercial control 
can be secured with two or at most three appheations of 4-4-50 Bor¬ 
deaux mixture. This reduction in the number of sprayings results in a 
considerable saving to the growers, and in greater effectiveness in 
control. 

Cranberry False Blossom 

^ Cranberry false blossom,^ which has been under intensive investiga¬ 
tion in the cranberry districts of Wisconsin, Massachusetts, and New 
Jersey, has been found to be a virus disease and the vector, a leaf 
hopper, has been discovered. The disease has been traced back to its 
native origin in the wild bogs of Wisconsin and found to have been 
transmittM by means of nursery plants, to the bo^ of New Jersey and 
Massachusetts where it has spread rapidly, serioudy devastating manjr 
of the bogs and threatening the industry. Like the peach yeUows it 
apparently can destroy the mdustry of large districts unless controlled. 
On account of the tangled mat of vines, originally composed of many 
individual plants, it can not be eradicated or rogued out, as is done 
with orchard trees. DeiSnite progress has been made in its control by 
several different methods—eradicating the vector by flooding the bogs 
at suitable times; killing the vector by spraying or dusting with nico¬ 
tine compounds; and renewing the bogs, replanting with disease-free 
nursery stock. The latter method is necessarily^ very expensive, since 
bogs once established ordinarily remain in fruiting for many years. 
This expensive procedure^ however, is necessary with bogs that have 
been ruined below the pomt of profit. 
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Walnut Bacteriosis 

TTalniit bacteriosis, often called walnut blight, is one of the serious 
problems of Persian (English) walnut culture on the Pacific coast. It 
has caused serious loss for many years in California, and while its bac¬ 
terial nature was discovered as the result of investigations by the 
Department of Agriculture many years ago, satisfactory control meth¬ 
ods have only recently been develojjed. Recent work in Oregon has 
brou^t out the fact that carefully timed spray treatments with ordi- 
naryTSordeaux mixture, applied just ahead of the expected outbreaks 
of the disease in the sprir^ and early summer, give effective results. 
These results are experimental and need confirmation, but are already 
being put into practice by progressive gro\v ers. 

M. B. TTaite, Buieau oj Plant Industry, 


U TILIZATION of Fruits Because the present varied American 
and Vegetables Aided diet demands that fruits and vege- 
by Chemical Discoveries tables be available the year round, 

there have been developed, as a 
result of scientific studies, several new methods for preserving such 
products, as well as marked improvements in older processes. During 
recent years the activity in these fields has been greatly increased with 
the result that it is now possible to provide for the consuming public a 
type and quality of food product not heretofore available. 

Even in times of normal production and consumption the utilization 
of surplus cull and waste fruits and vegetables constitutes an important 
economic problem. The cost of producing such materials has already 
been paid by the grower, and unless this outlay can be absorbed in the 
price realized on the marketable ^oods the culls and waste will repre¬ 
sent a definite loss to him. In times of overproduction and under¬ 
consumption the problems of utilization are greatly increased. It is 
but natural, therefore, that for a number of years increasing attention 
has been paid to methods of utilizing these materials. 

Preservation by Freezing 

The freezing: of foods in packages is a comparatively recent develop¬ 
ment in food preservation. Approximately 100,000,000 pounds of 
fruits and vegetables vrere frozen last year. Fruits constituted the 
larger part. The various types of containers used include the 60-gallon 

E arafifin-coated barrel, 30-gallon barrel, and 10 and 5 gallon kegs. 

large quantities are also packed in S-gallon and in 10, 15, 30, and 50 
pound tins. Small tins and paraffinedjaper cartons have been used 
during the last three or four seasons. Over a million of these smaller 
contamers will probably be packed during the coming season. Frozen 
strawberries, red and black raspbenies, Logan blackbemes, cranber¬ 
ries, peaches, apples, peas, string beans, spinach, and lima beans are 
among the frozen fruits and vegetables now available commercially. 

There are two general methods of freezing, dow freezing and quick 
freezing. In slow freezing, temperatures ranging from approximately 
0® to 10° F. are used; in ^ck freezing the temperatures range from 
about —10° to —60°, For quick freezing special equipment is 
necessary. 

Work m the Department of Agriculture has been carried on in three 
phases: (1) Studies of the technology of freezing, (2) studies of the 
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varieties of fruits and vegetables best suited to freezing, and (3) 
studies of the transportation, storage, handling, and utilization of 
frozen products. Investigations on the technology of the various 
freezing processes, and their application to different products, have 
yielded ne^v methods that should prove distinctly beneficial to fruit 
and vegetable growers. Fruit pulps of a new type made from tree- 
ripened fruits have superior flavor and can be used to obtain a product 
having a quality never before attainable in the manufacture of various 
fiuit conserves, bakery products, and flavoring bases for ice cream. 

Studies on the suitability of different varieties of fruit for freezing 
preservation, made largely by the Bureau of Plant Industry, have 
mcluded observations on large numbers of contamers packed with 
different varieties of the raw products. These studies show that some 
varieties are better ad^ted for freezing than others. 

Studies made in the Bureau of Chemistry and Soils on the possible 
dangers arising from the spoilage of frozen vegetables, showed that 
when these products were stored in an ordinary refrigerator for a few 
days, no toxin developed even in the presence of large numbers of 
boluHnus spores. TVhen defrosted peas were held at room tempera¬ 
ture, however, toxin developed in some containers in which the prod¬ 
ucts were spoiled. Every sample that contamed toxin showed definite 
and unmistakable evidence of spoflage which would have been suf¬ 
ficient to prevent any consumer from utilizing the particular sample 
for food purposes. 

Fruit Juices 

The importance of fruits as food has led to many attempts to pre¬ 
serve fruit juices in more or less permanent and at the same tune 
marketable form. Canning these 3 uices has been indifferently suc¬ 
cessful, partly because of the reactions between the juices and the 
metal of the containers, but primarily because of the changes in flavor 
produced by the oxidation, the necessaiy heating, etc. 

Eecent studies have shown that some fruit juices can be frozen and 
preseiwed successfully for many months, but that the preparation and 
handling processes must be carefully controlled. The flavor of orange 
juice soon undergoes marked changes due to chemical reactions which 
are difficult to prevent unless air is removed immediately after the 
juice is extracted. By subjecting the juice to high vacuum, which is 
obtained with nitrogen gas, oxidative destruction of vitamin C is 
avoided and by pacfing the juice into sealed contamers with nitrogen 
gas and freezing it rapidly the natural orange flavor and vitamins are 
well retained. 

The pres^ation of fruit juices, particularly orange juice, by flash 
pasteurization, has received careful study, and promises to be highly 
successful. E35>eriments show that raising the temperature of orange 
juice very rapidly to just below the bomng temperature, and then 
cooling the juice equally rapidly, prevents subsequent microbial spoil¬ 
age ^d also stops the deteriorative changes in color and vitamins. 
Packmg the pasteurized juice in sterilized containers and sealing on 
the caps in flowing steam, yields a product which remains defimtely 
and satisfactorily rnarketable over extended periods of storage. 

Concentrated ibuit juices have been successiuUy prepared in various 
forms. ^ Orange juice, deaerated, concentrated under a vacuum, and 
sealed in glass bottles, has retained good color for many months. This 
tjpe of product is used principally in the manufacture of beverages. 
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Another juice concentrate has been prepared by concentrating apple 
juice under a high vacuum, and packing it while hot into containers 
that are sealed immediately.^ Several excellent products have been 
made which could be used as simps or, when diluted to proper strength, 
as beverages. The natural fruit flavors are remarkably \\ ell preserved. 
These concentrates represent a distinct advance in food preservation, 
and are not to be confused v ith the earlier products of this type. They 
have a distinct consumer appeal. 

Full-ripened fruits make the best concentrates, and because the ork 
can be done in factories located in the immediate vicinity of the 
orchards, this activity offers another promising means of utilizing 
surplus fruits which could not otherwise be marketed at a profit. 

Dehydration 

The preservation of foods by dehydration, or drying, which received 
special attention during the World War, has recently been revived as 
a cheap, convement, and satisfactory means of carrying over surplus 
materials. An intensive study of the advantages of mechanical drying 
over sun drying has resulted m the development of the methods now 
used in dehydrating prunes, apricots, peaches, etc. 

Attention has recently been turned to the possibility of preparing 
dehydrated fruit juices, vegetable pulps, etc. Theoretically, drying 
is the ideal method of preserving such products. The small weight of 
the dLry materials and the ease and compactness of stoiing and han¬ 
dling, coupled with the great advantage of long storage with little or 
no change in character or flavor, make such a process highly desirable. 
For fruit juices the spray-drying” process, carried out in an atmos¬ 
phere of inert gas, is perhaps the most promising because these 
products are highly susceptible to oxidation or other deteriorative 
changes when exposed to the air. 

Preservation by Fermentation 

The processes used in preserving fruits and vegetables by fermenta¬ 
tion date back to early historical times, but have never been fuUy 
studied. Recently, however, a study of the principles underlying these 
fermentations for the purpose of preventing spoilage has been made. 
The losses in the manufacture of cucumber pickles alone are relatively 
high, and at the present time the Bureau of Chemistry and Soils is 
working toward the elimination of spoilage in this product. 

The methods of preparing and fermenting cabbage sauerkraut are 
being applied to new raw materials. Turnip sauerfaaut has been de¬ 
veloped as a commercial possibility, and because of its pleasing flavor 
and texture it promises to be popular. 

The preservation of fruits and vegetables in salt solution is not only 
increasing but the process is being applied to new products which here¬ 
tofore have been preserved in other fonns or imported. For example, 
as over 7,000,000 pounds of the brined cherries consumed in this coun¬ 
try are produced abroad, this field offers opportunities for developing 
a domestic product to replace the imported article. 

The methods of fermentation used m the manufacture of cider vine¬ 
gar* are being applied to the utilization of cull and surplus fruits in the 
production of vinegars of various kinds. Rapid strides have been 
made in perfecting methods of clarification and sterilization, and thus 



362 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


better and more salable products are assured. For example, when 
properly used, the fflters now available should remove bacteria, yeasts, 
and molds, so that subsequent heat sterilization will be unnecessary. 

Preservation by Canning 

Commercial canning of fruits and vegetables is now done on a con¬ 
trolled scientific basis. In recent years new methods of processing 
known as ^Waterless canning'' have been devised, one of which was 
developed in the Bureau of Chemistry and Soils. By these processes 
products of excellent flavor, closely resembhng that of the cooked 
fresh materials, are produced. As these methods become more widely 
used consumption should be correspondingly increased. 

Vegetables 

Sweetpotatoes constitute the second largest vegetable crop in the 
United States. In 1931 the acreage was 778,000 acres, production was 
63,000,000 bushels and farm value was $36,000,000. Because of irreg¬ 
ularity in size and shape, rejection of a large proportion of the crop as 
culls IS necessary to protect market grades. The proportion of culls 
has been estimated to range from as low as 10 per cent for the Jersey 
variety to approximately 50 per cent of the field-run crop of the Puerto 
Rico variety. It is estimated that not more than one-fourth of the 
sweetpotato culls are utilized. 

The bureau has devised a method of producing starch of fine quality 
and uniform white color from sweetpotato culls, and recovery is as 
high as 18K per cent of the weight of the potatoes. Laboratory exami¬ 
nation, as well as test runs in cotton mills, indicates that this starch is 
suitable for sizing the warp and for finishing cotton goods. 

During recent years as much as 28,000,000 pounds of potato starch 
have been imported annually into the United States for use in the 
domestic cotton-textile industry, and it is hoped that sweetpotato 
starch may displace the starch now imported for this purpose. The 
physical and chemical properties of sweetpotato starch and of modified 
starches and dextrines derived therefrom are being investigated with a 
view to finding other possible uses for these products. 

After the starch has been extracted from sweetpotatoes there re¬ 
mains a residual pulp that contains valuable nutritive constituents, 
including a material proportion of starch which it is not profitable to 
recover. It is proposed to use tliis pulp as a carbohydi'ate constituent 
of mixed cattle feeds. A palatable and nutritious cattle feed can be 
prepared by mixing this pulp in suitable proportion with other mate¬ 
rials, such as cottonseed, peanut and soybean press-cake meals, alfalfa 
meal, and linseed meal. 

The development of a sweetpotato-starch industry would be particu¬ 
larly suitable for certain sections of the South, inasmuch as the raw 
material, sweetpotatoes, is available in territory adjacent to cotton 
mills; and the residual pulp could be mixed with other southern feed 
materials, such as those mentioned, for local use as a cattle feed. Since 
the area of production and a considerable proportion of the potential 
area of consumption are either identical or closely adjacent, tine trans¬ 
portation costs of assembling the raw material and distributing the 
final products to consumers woifid be relatively low, which is a very 
advantageous circumstance. Utilization of cull sweetpotatoes in this 
manner would add materially to the cash income derived by farmers 
from this crop. 
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Light and Rancidity 

Another phase of the work of the bureau on vegetables relates to the 
preservation of manufactured vegetable products. This work has 
shown that certain wave lengths of light (particular shades of green) 
letard the development of rancidity in such products as commercial 

S " "^o chips. This effect of light also applies to such other oil-bearing 
as soda crackers, com meal, shelled nuts, rice bran, rice polish, 
fish products, com oil, cottonseed oil, butter, lard, wheat germ, peanut 
butter, etc. Commercial potato chips, with a value of $5,900,000 
annually, are a very perishable product, and as at present wrapped and 
exposed on the market, are likely to become rancid and unsalable with¬ 
in a week. The trade practice which compels manufacturei*s to re¬ 
move from retailers’ shelves all potato chips over 3 or 4 days old, con¬ 
stitutes a serious commercial handicap. This bureau has shown that 
when the wrappings of potato chips exclude certain light rays, the 
product will keep fresh and usable for from two to three weeks. 

Insecticides 

Owing to the prevalence of insect pests on food crops, it is necessary 
to apply insecticides to ne^ly all fruits and vegetables. Attempts to 
cope with this problem raise many questions requiring investigation 
by the insecticide chemists of the department. Constant effort must 
be made to improve the known insecticides in order to adapt them to 
crops that need specif treatment. For instance, lead arsenate is used 
on most fruits, but is not satisfactory for beans, and the action of 
calcium arsenate on mmy crops is too variable for practical purposes. 
New arsenical insecticides, namely magnesium arsenate, manganese 
arsenate, and materials similar to Paris green, have been inves%ated. 

Chemical work has also been necessary in developing spreaders and 
stickers for insecticides, so that the best conditions for applying them 
to vegetables, and especially to fruits, can be attained. 

The chief weapon used against the insects that destroy crops by 
eating the foliage or fridt, for example the cabbage worm and the 
codling moth, is arsenic in some^ form. Of the arsenical compounds, 
lead arsenate is used most extensively. Because both arsenic and lead 
are poisonous to man, it is necessary to develop some method of limit¬ 
ing the quantity of residue that remains on the edible portions of the 
crop at harvest time. Therefore, the department has expended im- 
usual efforts in devising spray schedules that will leave low residues, in 
developing chemical-wash solutions and procedures for removii^ the 
residue that remains, and also in developing non-poisonous substitutes 
for the poisonous materials now being used. The last objective is of 
course the most important. Certain definite results have been ob¬ 
tained and great progress has been made. The compounds of fluorine 
have been studied, and some of them have been shown to have con¬ 
siderable value when used alone or when substituted for lead arsenate 
in the control of codling moth. Although these compounds are them¬ 
selves poisonous, using them altematdy with lead arsenate should 
lessen the danger from residues. 

A world-wide survey of plants has been made in an effort to find 
additional insecticidal materials, and as a result the material called 
rotenone has been developed. In addition to showing promise as a 
substitute for lead arsenate this insecticide has been demonstrated 
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to be equal, or even superior, to nicotine (from tobacco) or the pyre- 
tbriTig (used in insect powder) in the control of many sucking insects. 
Therefore, rotenone will supplement nicotine, which at present is 
relatively scarce and high-priced, and may possibly supplant pyre- 
thrum, which is imported. The growing of derris and cubS, from which 
rotenone is obtained, may prove possible and profitable in some of the 
island possessions of the United States, and the recent discovery of 
rotenone in a common American weed (devil’s shoestring) by one of 
the chemists of the department, at Icpt suggests that this material is 
available in this country. Rotenone is harnaless to man in any quan¬ 
tity likely to be left on sprayed fruits or vegetables and its use will 
constitute a forward step in solving the problem of spray residues. As 
the study of natural insecticidal materi^s progresses, the chemists of 
the department are continually preparing and having tested many 
organic materifiJs which give any indication of being toxic to insects. 
From pyridine, a constituent of coal tar, a substitute for nicotine has 
been synthesized. This product, called neonicotine, has recently been 
found in a Russian weed and has become commercially available. 

By-products and Wastes 

The conservation of surplus stocks and the utilization of agricultural 
wastes by the recovery of valuable by-products or by manufacture of 
such wastes into usefid and marketable products is receiving intensive 
study in many laboratories. Work in this bureau on the waxlike 
coverings of apples, pears, grapes, and cranberries indicates that cer¬ 
tain components of tnese covering can be recovered from such waste 
materials as peels and pomace. One fraction is ursolic acid, which is 
resinous and exceedingly water repellent; when combined with glycer¬ 
in and phthalic anhydiide, it forms an ^tificial resin which appears to 
add superior hardness and water resistance to lacquers. Another 
fraction is a low-melting hydrocarbon which has commercial possi¬ 
bilities if the cost of production can be made sufficiently low. It has 
been estimated that nearly 50,000,000 pounds of apple peels and pom¬ 
ace are produced each year, principally at canning, cider, and vinegar 
plants; from this material approximately 600,000 pounds of each of 
the two fractions could be recovered, if commercial demand for them 
could be stimulated. 

Future Trends 

In the utilization of fruits and vegetables one of the outstanding 
fields for future work is the development of satisfactory methods for 
preserving juices so that they will retain their naturd flavors and 
nutritive prop^ties. Another field offering considerable promise of 
future success is the industrial utilization of cull, waste, and surplus 
fruits and vegetables by means of fermentation, dis^lation, or other 
processes. 

Henky G. Knight, Bureau of Chemistry and Soils, 

R esearch Develops New Conditions in nature undergo grad- 
Ways to Fight Pests of ual but constant changes, and under 
k. Fruits and Vegetables the influence of civmzation these 

changes are greatly accentuated. 
To meet them, entomological as well as other tjrpes of research bearing 
on orchard and truck-crop farm problems must be continuously devel- 
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oped. For example, control measures for insect pests, devised to meet 
one set of conditions, may become totally inadequate when these 
conditions are changed. 

The development of agriculture in the United States, particularly 
during recent years, is in large measure responsible for the multiplicity 
and acuteness of insect problems. Crop production is beco min g in¬ 
creasingly specialized, and localized in areas where conditions are con¬ 
sidered favorable. Unfortunately, the concentration of a single crop 
in one area is extremely favorable to the well-being of insect pests. In 
many cases pests that were formerly of minor importance suddenly be¬ 
come pests of major proportions, because of the abundance of the food 
supply provided by man. For mstance, the sugar-beet leaf hopper 
was not a pest of American agriculture until sugar-beet culture was 
started in the intermountain region and on the racilic coast. Wire- 
worms were unkno’wn as a pest in the Northwest until reclamation 
proj ects got well underway. These pests formerly confined their activ¬ 
ities to the moist river-bank land, but after irrigation be^an to be prac¬ 
ticed they developed rapidly and spread over flie whole irrigated area. 
Insect-pest problems have also increased with the development of the 
winter vegetable growing industry in the South. 

With this increase in the abundance of insect pests has come also an 
increased discrimination, on the part of the consumer, as to the appear¬ 
ance of his green-food products. Blemishes on fruits and vegetables 
that were formerly accepted as a matter of course are now handicaps 
to the successful marketmg of such products. This has resulted in the 
raising of insect-control standards, and has necessitated the iiMrove- 
ment of old methods, or the development of newer, more effective 
controls. 

With the outbreak of the Mexican bean beetle in the eastern part of 
the United States, it was thought that the generally used stomach 
poisons such as lead arsenate and calcium arsenate would be satisfac¬ 
tory remedies for this pest. Early large-scale tests with these materi¬ 
als showed that under ceriain cliniatic conditions these chemicals in- 
iured the foliage of the beans; consequently, it was necessary to search 
lor a new remedy. The use of magnesium arsenate, a chemical that 
heretofore had been given but little consideration as an insecticide, was 
the result of this research. Control measures for the bean beetle have 
been worked out to meet conditions that obtain not only in the green 
bean^owing area of the East but also in the dry-land bean farming of 
the West. 

The pea aphid is a crop hazard with which the producer of peas, par¬ 
ticularly the cannery crop, must deal. Kesearch on direct control 
measures has been vigorously pushed for the last 10 years, but it has 
been concluded that this pest can not be controlled with existing insec¬ 
ticides, because of climatic conditions that prevail at the time the Mst 
attacks the crop, and also because of the method of crop culture. jEle- 
duction of loss from this pest perhaps will come from an increased 
knowledge of pea culture, including the development of varieties more 
or less immune from attack. 

Losses to Beet Growers Reduced 

An extensive and intensive investigation of the sugar-beet leaf hopper 
has resulted in reducing losses to sugar-beet growers f^m attacks of 
this insect. A study of the factors affecting the overwintering of this 

163060®~33- 
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insect has made it possible to predict leaf-hopper conditions during 
the next season. During years when leaf hoppers are not expected 
to he abundant the growers may therefore plant an extensive acreage 
of beets with the assurance of an excellent crop, whereas during years 
when the outlook is for laige populations of leaf hoppers they may 
plant some less susceptible crop. In California the spraying of the 
wild host plants of the leaf hoppers in the fall after the pests have left 
the cultivated fields gives promise of reducing losses not only of sugar 
beets but of certain vegetable crops that are affected by the leaf 
hoppers. 

The introduction of the pepper weevil in the pepper-growing areas of 
California tlmeatened the successful production of tl^ crop. Control 
measures that have been developed consist of dusting with calcium 
arsenate, in a manner similar to that used against the boU weevil, and 
cleaning up the winter hosts of the weevil. Calcium arsenate leaves an 
objectionable residue on the pepper fruit, hut this residue can be re¬ 
moved by washing. Good results are obtained if the peppers are care¬ 
fully dried Meetly after they are washed; otherwise they are liable to 
attack by destructive molds and rots. 

The celery leaf tier, w'hile generally considered a ternperate^limate 
insect, became a major pest in California and Florida with the increase 
in acreage devoted to the production of winter celery. A careful study 
of this pest and methods of controlling it has resulted in successfully 
combating it with a pyrethrum-tobacco dust applied j^ainst the im¬ 
mature cSery leaf tiers. The effective control of this msect depends 
upon a thorough knowledge of its habits and seasonal history. 

Wireworms, both on irrigated lands and elsewhere, represent one of 
the more important problems. Extensive rese^ch in the control of 
these pests is being conducted, and soil fumigation with carbon disul¬ 
phide, calcium cyanide, and naphthalene has shown some promise as a 
means of reducing losses. Flooding and crop rotation may also be use¬ 
ful. Fallowing to starve the wireworms is useful in the dry-farming 
areas. 

[More recently the Puerto Rican mole cricket and another introduced 
species have caused considerable damage to -^e vegetable crops in the 
winter producing areas, particularly Alississippi, Florida, ana on the 
Atlantic coastal plain in North Carolina and South Carolina. 

Potato growers on the eastern coastal plain have suffered losses 
from sporadic outbreaks of the seed com maggot, which attacks the 
seed pieces shortly after they are planted, causing poor and weak 
stands. Investigation reveal^ that the ma^ot did not attack imcut 
potatoes, or cut potatoes of which the cut suriace had been thoroughly 
corked over before planting. Methods of suberization, or corking 
over, before planting have been developed; the grower can use these 
methods with facilities that are available and with only a small outlay 
of money. 

Flea beetles cause serioiis losses each year in cigar-wrapper tobacco- 
growing districts of Florida. Recently barium fluosilicate has been 
used very successfully and is far superior to any material heretofore 
developed for the control of this pest. 

Bordeaux mixtmre, while ordinarily used as a fungicide, is entirely 
satisfactory in the control of the potato leaf hopper and the disease 
called “hopperbum” which is caused Ity this pest. Recent develop¬ 
ments indicate that the copper in the Bordeaux mixture is absorbed 
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by the plant and that the leaf hopper obtains a toxic dose of copper by 
feeding on the juices of the treated plant. 

The Dan Jose scale refused, 10 or 12 years ago, to yield to treatments 
of lime-sulphur that previously bad been found fully efifective. Hun¬ 
dreds of acres of apple and peach orchards in some poitions of the 
Aliddle West were killed b 3 ^ this scale before it was found that complete 
control could be obtained by using low-strength emidsions of certain 
low-priced lubricating oils. Experiments conducted by the Bureau of 
Entomology, as well as by State organizations, were followed by the 
prompt adoption of oil sprays by most of the growers, who were thus 
enabled to deal very effectively with the pest. Further work is being 
done with oil sprays in order to strengthen the knowledge of theii* use 
and their effect. 

Some Insects Resist Insecticides 

Certain serious insect pests have refused to yield readily to the ordi¬ 
nary insecticide treatments. Prominent among these is the oriental 
fruit moth, similar to the codling moth, which attacks peaches and most 
other fruits. This pest found its way to the United States shortly after 
1910, and is now of major importance in most of the peach-growing 
areas east of the Rocky Mountains. Because there are no adequate 
insecticide treatments, attention has been given to the possibdity of 
controlling the pest by biological means, that is, by parasites and pre¬ 
dacious insects. In sonie eastern areas the fruit moth is held in partial 
control by several native parasites, particularljr by one known as 
Macrocentrus ancylivorus Roh. In order that this parasite may be of 
assistance to growers in other localities, the bureau has reared it in 
large mmibers from material collected in New Jersey and, in coopera¬ 
tion with State organizations, has established colonies in many of the 
important peach-growing areas where the fruit moth occurs. Recov¬ 
ery collections at some of the points of hberation have already given 
extremely encouraging indications, and it is expected that important 
benefits to the pea^ industry will result, although complete control by 
parasites can not be expected. ^ The bureau has also imported parasites 
of this species from their native home in the Orient as well as from 
infested areas in France and Australia. 

The occurence of the [Mediterranean fruit fly in Florida a few years 
ago was an instance of a serious outbreak of an accidentally introduced 
foreign insect. Coincidentally with the successful eradication cam¬ 
paign canied on by the Bureau of Plant Quarantine and Florida State 
agencies, the Bureau of Entomology conducted intensive investiga¬ 
tions and developed a control program that materially contributed to 
the success of the eradication campaign.^ With successful conclusion 
of the eradication campaign, the investigations were transferred to 
Hawaii, where the fruit fly has been estabhshed for a number of years, 
to complete studies imder way and to obtain fuller information in the 
event that this pest should reappear wdthin the continental United 
States, Work on related fruit flies which occur in South America and 
Central America is being conducted in Mexico in cooperation with the 
Mexican authorities, in order that information on the eradication or 
control of these pests may be available should they at any time be 
found wdthin the United States. 

Although stomach poisons, such as the arsenicals, were formerly 
widely recommended and used in the control of practically all the leaf¬ 
feeding insects, it is recognized that danger to the consumer attends 
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the careless use of these poisons on crops with edible foliage and on 
certain fruits. An immense amount of work has therefore been done 
within the last few yeai*s in an effort to eliminate the use of an arsen¬ 
ical or other poisonous material. In the organic-insecticide field, in a 
search for a material nonpoisonous to man and at the same time poi¬ 
sonous to insects, pvrethrum and extracts of derris have been widely- 
tested. Considerable further work is necessary to determine the exact 
extent to which these materials can be used in insect control. 

Another phase of this investigation has been on the use of attractive 
baits against the adult forms. Probably one of the most outstanding 
developments is the use of amyl salicylate as an attractant in conjunc¬ 
tion -with tartar emetic as a poison against the moth of the tobacco 
homworm. ^ The exact value of this method has not yet been deter- 
inined, but indications are that the use of arsenicals on tobacco plants 
in the control of homworms can be materially reduced by killing the 
moths -ftith the poisoned-bait feeders. 

The possibility of conti-oUing the oriental fruit moth by means of bait 
traps has also been given considerable attention. In this case the 
moths are attracted to the bait materials—usuallj^r fermenting sugar or 
molasses solutions to -wMch an aromatic chemical has been added. 
The moths fall into the liquid, get their wings -wet, and are unable to 
escape. Large-scale experiments were conducted in two localities dur¬ 
ing 1930 and 1931. In each of these experiments 400 to 500 acres of 
peach orchards were baited throughout the season. The results indi¬ 
cate that it is possible to reduce the fruit-moth infestation 50 per cent 
or more by the use of the bait traps. Because of economic conditions, 
however, this practice has not as yet been adopted by growers. In 
addition to the data on control, much information on tbe migration 
habits of the moths was obtained. 

a_ supplementary measure for the control of the codling moth, 
which is increaangly difficult to combat by spraying, the bureau has 
developed a device mo-wn as the chemically treated band. On lea-ving 
the apple, the codling-moth larva, or worm, searches for a sheltered 
crevice in which to spin its cocoon. By scraping the loose bark from 
the tree and removii^ other possible hiding places, it is posable to force 
a considerable percentage of the worms to go into bancm of corrugated 
paper or other materid placed on the trunks of the trees. These bands 
are treated -with certdn chemicds, which kill the larvae seeking refuge 
there. The chemically treated bands promise to play an important 
part in controlling severe infestations of the codling moth. 

B. A. PoRTEE and W. H. White, BvreoM oJ Entomology. 
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F armers Resourceful Farmers have been prompt and re- 
and Prompt in Making sourceful in making readjustments 
Needed Readjustments during the depression. Thi*ee classes of 

such readjustments are to be noted: (1) 
In the oi^anization and operation of farms; (2), in the family living; 
and (3), m community activities and relationsMps. 

The American farmer has always been chai*acterized by a spirit of in¬ 
dependence. It is this characteristic which has lent so much color to 
the pioneering period m the development of American agriculture. Al¬ 
though the present situation is less dramatic and picturesque than 
pioneer days, it requires no less perseverance, originafity, and courage. 
Farmers have faced, and are stul facing, a price situation that means 
drastic reduction of income. 

The various types of adjustment that are in evidence on individual 
farms in the present emergency seem naturally to drop into five classes, 
asioUows: 

(1) Adjustment of the program of production; that is, changes in the 
amounts and proportions of the various things produced. 

(2) Adjustment in the cost of production to meet a condition of 
diminishing farm income. 

(3) Efforts to maintain soil fertility, permanent farm improvements, 
and farm equipment with a minimum of cash outlay. 

(4) Efforts to increase farm efficiency. 

(S) Modifications in financial management. 

Reshaping the Farm-Production Program 

To determine just what crops and livestock he will produce is, of 
course, the job of each individual farm operator. His motive is to 
make the most money he can or, more accurately speaking, to get the 
most, both in money and nonmoney returns, from his productive re¬ 
source. True, this is not the only motive that actuates the farmer. 
He is interested in living and enjoying himself and in meeting his re- 
^onsibilities as the head of a fanulv and as a member of a community. 
These responsibilities do not all take an economic direction, but they 
modify the purely economic motive as it affects the use he makes of his 
farm. 

Assuming that the most powerful motive in shaping the farmer^s pro¬ 
duction program is his desire for gam, the question of just how he de¬ 
termines what will give him the greatest return, arises. There is, first 
of aU, the market demand for his product as reflected in the prices he 
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can 2 jet. The relative prices obtainable for the various commodities 
are tne farmer’s index of what consumers want and what, other things 
being equal, it will pay him best to produce. Nevertheless, his returns 
are conditioned not alone by price but by the relative effectiveness 
with which he can produce "the various products or combinations of 
products. He himself, his equipment, and his land are not equally 
fitted to produce all of the commodities for which there is a market. 
So far as money income is concerned, it is net income, rather than 
gross, which is important. The farmer must hold both prices and costs 
constantly in view in determining this important part of his farm 
organization. 

It is largely from the cost side, with relation to the full use of his re¬ 
sources, flia't the farmer must consider a combination of products 
rather than only one. Two important considerations are involved. 
The first is to obtain such a combination of enterprises as will make for 
the fullest utilization of his land, his labor time, and the use of his 
equipment and power. No crop or class of livestock takes a constant 
amount of attention. Their labor and power demands are seasonal 
and they may require different kinds of land. Therefore, the farmer 
must combine a number of enterprises in order to make the fullest use 
of aU his resoiuces. The second consideration is that certain lines of 
production help to make the products from other fines more valuable. 
Feed crops normally become more valuable by being fed to livestock. 
Many enterprises on the farm produce what the manufacturer would 
call goods m process.” These goods must be further used on thefarm 
before they will bring a maximum return. 

Fundamental Changes Produced 

A major economic movement, such as the present depression, funda¬ 
mentally changes the situation that confronts the farmer in working 
out his production program. For many farmers one commodity, 
which formerly did not pay as well as another, now assumes a position 
of superior relative profitaoleness. Such changes also affect costs and 
the relation of costs to the otoss income from products. Altogether, a 
major change in prices, such as we have been passing through, particu¬ 
larly in the last three years, is cause for considerable change in the 
production programs on many farms. 

Price reduction, as a composite movement, reduces the margin be¬ 
tween costs and prices, or renders this margin negative^ very largely 
because costs do not fall in concert with pnces. AU this means mat 
the farmer must take his bearings anew and search for adjustments 
that may help him to escape the worst effects of the depression. One 
of the most important adjustments which usually takes place under 
such circumstances as have recently prevailed is a partial shift from 
production for s^e on the market toward production of things for 
toect consumption on the farm. Food crops and feed crops are 
likely to be increased at the expense of cash crops. 

In many cases, a curtailment of production as a whole is the result. 
It frequently happens that a limited volume of product can be put on 
the market ^ with Tninirmim disadvantage in a low-price period, 
whereas additioi^ to this minimum involve direct cash outlays which 
the low prices will not justify. 

For the most part, such changes as have been made are manifesting 
themselves in the general statistics of crop and livestock production. 
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Table 12 indicates the changes in acreage of the most important cash 
and feed crops duimg the years 1928-1932. This period is selected as 
covering the transition from the somewhat stabilized economic condi¬ 
tions preceding the present acute phase of the depression and carrying 
through the j’^ears of severe depression to the present. 

Table 12 . — Estimated acreage of the important cash and feed crops in the United 

States, 1928-1933 ^ 


(In thousands—i e . 000 omitted) 


Crop 

1928 

1929 

1930 1 

1931 

1932 i 

Wheat. 

Cotton. - I 

Tobacco. __-_-__! 

68,272 

45,341 

1,894 

100,673 

41,734 

68,140 

61,464 

45,793 

2,040 

97,856 

40,043 

60,205 

59,153 
45, 218 
2,110 
100,829 
41,680 
68,473 

55,299 

40,693 

2,030 

55,414 
36, Ihl 
1,447 
lOSCOO 
41,994 
52,424 

Com. 

Tome hay_ __ 

106,100 
39,719 
55,771 



1 Figures from the Crop lleportmg Board, 
sprehmmary. 


Trend in Main Export Crops 

The most important changes indicated by the table are those in 
wheat, cotton, and tobacco acreages. In all of these, the American 
farmer has foimd a market for a larger or smaller proportion of the 
crops through export. Keferring first to the wheat figure, no sweep¬ 
ing change in the last two years is noted. It should be explained that 
these figures represent the areas harvested and do not take into account 
the acreage abandoned as a result of either winterkilling or drought. 
After a maximum acreage for the five years was reached in 1929, there 
was a reduction of approximately 4 per cent in 1930, and another 
reduction of 6 per cent in 1931 below the acreage harvested in 1930. 
On the whole, there seems^ to have been a surprisingly small reduc¬ 
tion of wheat acreage in view of the extreme decline m the price of 
wheat. This retarded adjustment is probably accounted for veiy 
largely by the fact that no other more promising crops seemed avail¬ 
able, and the fact that the time has been too short to permit an actual 
retirement from such of the wheat area as, in the long run, may be 
abandoned unless prices recover substantially. 

The adjustment m cotton has been considerably greater. There was 
a reduction of 10 per cent in 1931 below the acreage of 1930, and in 
1932 an additional reduction of 11 per cent below the 1931 acreage. 
In only a minor way is this reduction accounted for by abandonment 
of cotton land. Most of it is caused by a shift to other crops, par¬ 
ticularly com and mmor feed crops. This movement is normal in 
view of the drop in the price of cotton. Such changes have occurred 
many times before. There are many reasons why cotton farmers 
seem to respond more promptly than wheat farmers to reduction in 
prices. They find it to their advantage to raise more md buy less of 
their livestock feeds when cotton prices are low. Since in cotton 
production there is a considerable amount of cash outlay for fertilizer 
purchases and hired labor, it is somewhat more economical to leave 
the poorer cotton land out of production than is probably true with 
reference to similar wheatlands. However, these reductions do not 
indicate any fundamental change in the cropping systems of the 
South. 
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It is in tobacco acreage that the biggest reaction has taken place. 
With almost 50 per cent of the United States tobacco crop in recent 
years going abroad, the international phase of the depression exerted 
a major influence upon the price of tobacco and declines have been 
very severe. These were felt particularly in the season of 1931. 
That year’s acreage was only 4 per cent below that of 1930 but the 
acreage of 1932, as indicated by the preliminary estimate, represents 
a reduction of 28 per cent below the acreage of 1931. 

Tobacco is gro'vvTi under a very wide range of conditions and in widely 
dift'ering relations to the other crops of the farming system. However, 
in most areas it occupies only a minor fraction of the crop land. There¬ 
fore a sweeping reduction in its acreage can be made without very seri¬ 
ously affecting the other elements in the cropping program. However, 
since tobacco takes a large amount of labor, the adjustment does affect 
the labor program of the farmer. To the extent that the special labor 
used upon tob^acco must be hired, the price has a maj or influence. It is 
in those areas vhere the fall in the price of tobacco has rendered cash 
expenditure for fertilizer and labor in tobacco production unwise that 
the heaviest scaling down is found. 

Many other examples of substantial adjustments in acreage might be 
cited from the minor crops, such as potatoes, vegetables, and small 
fnuts. 

Com, oats, and hay are the great feed crops of the country. They 
are, therefore, closely related to the livestock enterprises. The move¬ 
ment in the acreage of these crops presents some surprising contrasts. 
In general, the production of concentrated feed, of which com is the 
most important crop, has increased, while the production of hay, as 
reflected by the tame-hay acreage, has decreased. 

It is altogether likely that the shnnkage in hay acreage since 1929 is 
not the result of farmers’ deliberate intent, butrather of adverse weather 
conditions. In gpeneral, price relations have stimulated expansion of 
livestock enterprises, sometimes as an addition to the normal amount 
of crop production and sometimes as a partial substitute for cash crops. 
The increase in the acreage of com is accoxmted for very largely bv the 
shrinkage in acreage of cotton in the South. No very significant 
change in the acreage of oats has taken place. 

The acreage of all feed grains has changed relatively more in other 
regions than in the Com Belt. It seems evident that the expansion in 
feed crops, indicated in Table 12 and by other figures on the minor- 
feed-crop acreages such as barley and sorghums, has been made net so 
much as a substitute for other corps in the principal feed-crop-pro¬ 
ducing regions, but rather as a means of reducing costs in other regions. 

Changes in Livestock 

Changes in feed-crop acreages are naturally associated with changes 
in livestock on the farm. ^ Table 13 presents the estimated numbers of 
the important classes of livestock on farms on January 1, from 1928 to 
1932, inclusive. These figures show that cattle and sheep have been 
increasing during the last five years. Hogs decreased in number up 
to 1931, but that year showed an increase, as evidenced by the number 
on hand eJanuary 1, 1932. Poultry on farms has showm a slight tend¬ 
ency to increase although there was a decrease in 1930, reflected by the 
January 1,1931, figures. The evidence indicates that the increase was 
resumed in 1931 and is reflected by the number on farms early in 1932. 
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Table 13 .—Estimated number of livestock on farms of the United States on January 1, 

1928-1932 


[In thousands —1 e 000 omitted] 


mnd of livestock 

1928 

1920 

iro 

1931 

1932 

D'*irv cows--- 

22,129 

22.330 

22,910 

23, SW 

21,379 

otr-ercUtle. 

34,672 

35,54S 

36,820 

37,367 

3^ 02S 

alieep.-. 

45,121 

4S,249 

51,^>S3 

52,715 

53,912 

Hoes . 

61.772 

6S, 7a0 

"»5, uOl 

64,374 

59,611 

Chickens. 

463,361 

441,4S1 

470,4f 3 

459,402 



The cattle enterprise sdth its two main branches, beef production 
and dairy production has been on the increase. The two branches are 
closely related only in certain parts of the country. In the Northeast¬ 
ern States the cattle enterprise is almost entirely dairying. In the 
grazing areas of the Western States, and in portions of the Middle 
West, it is almost entirely beef production. Over much of the Middle 
West, however, the cattle enterprise is a dual one, meat animals and 
dairy products being marketed from the same herds. 

The combined number of all classes of cattle in the country has 
moved in well-defined cycles of from 12 to 14 years in length. How¬ 
ever, the number of cattle classed as beef has varied much more sharply 
in these periodic movements than has the number classed as dairy 
cattle. In general, the number of dairy cattle has been increasing 
steadily ever since the World War, whereas the number of beef cattle 
dimirushed considerably during the first half of the last decade and has 
been increasing again smce 1928. These recent increases in beef cattle 
have occurred in the Middle West rather than in the grazing ai*eas. 
They have been accompamed by an increased use of beef-type and 
dual-type cattle for dairying purposes. This is probably a normal 
evolution, but has been accderated by the low prices of other prod¬ 
ucts. Farmers of the Com Belt who have in the past obtained most of 
their income from the sale of hogs and beef cattle fed on the corn, hay, 
and other feeds produced locally have found their returns from these 
sources shrinking alarmingly and have sought supplementary sources 
of income. It has not been so much a shift from meat production to 
dairy production as it has been an adding of the dairy enterprise as 
anomer source of farm income. The same development, to a less con¬ 
spicuous degree, has been taking place in the eastern portion of the 
wheat region and, lately, in the Cotton Belt. 

The sheep figures show a substantial increase in numbers during the 
entire 5-year period. This has come in spite of unfavorable prices, 
partly from momentum and partly because the price situation did not 
encourage a sharp reduction through sales, such as might usually be 
expected after a sustained period of increase. During the season of 
1932 the prices of sheep and lambs, as compared with those of other 
classes of livestock avauable in the areas of heaviest sheep production, 
have been such as to discourage the replacement of sheep with other 
classes of livestock. 

During most of the 5-year period represented in Table 13, the 
hog industry of the coun&y has been on the declining phase of the 
production cycle. It is characteristic of the hcjg industry that the 
number on farms should decline through a period of three or four 
years and then increase because of the added price stimulus that 
comes from declining numbers. The number of hogs on farms on 
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January 1, 1932, indicates that the decline came to a close in 1931. 
Current figures on farmers’ intentions to breed seem to indicate that 
the upward trend in number of hogs that be^an in 1931 is still under 
way m spite of the extremely low prices which farmers have had to 
take for them hogs during the last season. 

Poultry has played a role somewhat similar to that of the dairy 
enterprise in this period of depression. It has been resorted to as a 
means of augmentmg dwindling incomes on many farms. It has also 
afforded a means of reducing current expenditure for food. On the 
other hand, specialized producers of poultry, whose costs are very 
largely in cash, have found prices in this depression disastrously low 
and the volume of production by such producers, particularly in the 
west coast States, has fallen. 

In general, the price situation has stimulated the production of live¬ 
stock because feed crops are relatively cheaper than livestock and 
livestock products. Certain lines of animal production, such as dairy 
and poultry, have been further stimulated by the live-at-home pro¬ 
gram and by the desire of many farmem to add to their normal sources 
of cash income some new sources with a minimum of cash outlay and 
a maximum utilization of otherwise unmarketable or extremely low- 
priced products. 

Changes in Production Costs 

The first question that occurs in reducing costs to meet falling prices 
is whether such a reduction can be made without a corresponmng re¬ 
duction in the volume of output. Costs automatically drop some¬ 
what in a low-price period because prices of the things the farmer buys 
to use in producing goods, respond, although somewhat sluggishly, to 
the same forces that reduce the prices of farm products. But this is 
not the only way in which costs are reduced in such an emergency as 
the present. Cert^ cash outlays tha t will increase the output some¬ 
what, may be justified in periods ot high prices but are found unjus¬ 
tified in periods of low prices because the added product is not worth 
the added cost. Farmers are fairly prompt in eliminating this sort of 
expenditure. This response is reflected in the reduced purchases of 
fertilizer, of feeds, and of new machinery, and in less hiring of labor. 

The costs of farm production may be classified m several w^ays. For 
example, there are cash costs and noncash costs. The labor obtained 
from hired help represents a cash cost while that which the fanner and 
the members of his family furnish is a noncash cost. The farmer re¬ 
acts differently to these two types of labor cost under changing price 
conditions. ^ He considers the feed that he must buy in the market in 
a different light from that in which he considers tlie feed he raises on 
his own farm and for which there is not, as in the case of pasture and 
some classes of hay, an immediate cash market. 

Current and Long-Time Outlays 

There is, further, a significant distinction to be made between cash 
outlays that are made for and concern only the current year’s pro¬ 
duction, and those that are long-time investments. The latter, wmen 
once made are irretrievable except by the use of the things that were 
bought. For example, the fuel and oil for the tractor is used in the 
immediate operation of plowing this year’s crop land, but the pur¬ 
chase price of the tractor itself may have been expended three years 
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ago and can not be recalled. The farmer may save on fuel and oil 
expense by being more sparing in the work he does on his crops. In a 
time of low prices he may freely draw for his cmrent production on 
those things that represent past investments, because in many cases 
their use would^ be lost to him imle^ he does use them currently. He 
may well question, however, the wisdom of making unstinted immed¬ 
iate expenditures for la,bor, fertiKzer^ and fuel. 

The group of long-time or fixed mvestments in fanning is large. 
The land which the farmer owns, the improvements he has built upon 
it in the past, the machinery he has bought in previous years, the 
work stock and breeding stock he has on hand,^ all belong in this 
category. Their use is controlled by a set of considerations different 
from those that prompt him in making his immediate cash outlays. 

It is the farmer’s problem, so far as the cost side of his managerial 
job is concerned,^ to work out and carry through a program of produc¬ 
tion that will bring him the largest returns both in money and in di¬ 
rect personal benefit from the use of these different classes of re¬ 
sources. These resources include not only things that represent past 
investments, but also his own labor and that of this family, and cer¬ 
tain amounts of cash and credit.« BSs labor and his cash and credit 
represent flexible elements in his costs. It is in their use that he can 
make his quickest and most radical adjustments in an emergency 
period such as the present. 

Some Cash Expenditures 

There is evidence of such changes in American agriculture now. 
Table 14 shows the estimated cash expenditures of the farmers of the 
United States for certain outstanding items of costs for the years 
1928-1931. According to the Federal census the largest single item of 
expenditure by farmers in 1929 was for labor. Approximately $955,- 
500,000 was spent for this item. The next most important was feed, 
requiring an expenditure of $919,000,000. ^ The third item in impor¬ 
tance was for equipment and machinery, including automobiles and 
trucks. This amounted to $692,500,000. Fertilizer came fourth with 
an expenditure of $271,000,000. Electric current purchased from 
power companies for light and power amounted to only $48,500,000. 
The census contains no data on the expenditure of farmers for several 
other important items. Probably the most important of those omitted 
is the purchase of livestock, Amother very important item, partic¬ 
ularly in some regions, is fuel and oil for tractors, trucks, automobiles, 
and stationary engines. 

Table 14. —Estimated expenditures by the farmers of the United States for selected 
means of produdion, 1928-1931 

[In millions—i. e. 000,000 omitted] 


Xmds of expenditures 


1928 


1929 


1930 1931 


Wages (mdudmg board).. 

Feed. 

Fertilizer...... 

Farm implements (excludmg autos and trucks)- 

other farm xnachmery and the cost of its operation. 



Table 14 indicates a reduction in the expenditure for labor of only 6 
per cent from 1929 to 1930, but of 12 per cent from 1930 to 1931. Feed 
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purchases fell by 12 per cent and 27 per cent respectively in the same 
two years. Corresponding reductions in the expenditure for fertilizer 
were 1 per cent and 19 per cent. Reductions of 17 per cent and 44 per 
cent were made in the expenditure for farm implements. 

The figures just cited are all in terms of nioney and hence are affected 
not only by decreases in the volume of things used but by the fall in 
prices. There have, of course, been substantial reductions in the ac¬ 
tual physical quantities of cost goods and services used by American 
farmers'! Table 15 contains an estimate, based upon fairly adequate 
data, of the number of tons of fertilizer bought by the farmers of the 
United States from 1929 to 1931, inclusive, and the average for the 
5-year period 1925-1929. The %ures indicate that the Southern 
States, including both the South Central and South Atlantic, are by 
far the heaviest users of fertilizer. The Middle Atlantic States come 
next, with the North Central States third. The reduction in the ton¬ 
nage of fertilizer used in the two years that have marked the most 
extreme downward movement in agiicultural prices is well brought out 
by the figures for 1930 and 1931. Returns from those States which 
levy a tax on fertilizer indicate that for the first six months of 1932 
there was a further reduction in the-purchase of fertilizer of 61 per cent 
below the amount bought in the same months of 1931. These States 
include 13 Southern States, together with several Corn Belt States, It 
is evident, therefore, that the use of fertilizer has been gi*eatly reduced 
by low prices of farm products. 


Table 15. — Estimated number of tons of fertilizer used, by regions, in the United 
States, 1926-1929 average^ and by years, 1929-1931 


Region 

1925-1929 

average 

1929 

1930 

1931 


3.53,125 
995,083 
5,177,127 
852,787 
130.027 

367,466 

1,067,188 
5,516,970 
962,148 
174.777 

372,219 

357,594 
955,939 
4,100,351 
764,612 
171.105 

Afiddle ^ _ _ 

1,086; 000 
5,614,500 

962.178 

187.179 

South _ 

Korth PentTaL _ ^ _ 

West.-.-. 

Cnited States.i 

i 7,514,149 

S078,54b 

i b, 212,076 

1 6,339,501 


Corroborative Data From Management Studies 

The evidence presented by these general figures is corroborated by 
figmes of limitedL scope derived from certain farm-management investi¬ 
gations. Table 16 shows how farmers in central Indiana reacted in 
the use of fertilizer, in percentage of wheat and com acreage fertilized 
and the rate of fertilizer application. 

Table 16. — Use of fertilizers by 77 farmers in central Indiana, 1929-1932 


1 

Wheat I Cora 


Year 

Area fer- 
tllized 

Quantity 
applied 
per acre 

Area fer¬ 
tilized 

Quantity 
applied 
per acre 

1929. 

Per cent 
98 
97 
96 
b7 

Pounds 

153 

156 

15S 

123 

Percent 

61 

53 

45 

12 

Pounds 

112 

96 

8S 

68 

1930_ 

loai_ , , 

1932.! 

_ _! 
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Similar reactions are shown in Table 17, derived from a field study in 
southeastern Michigan. Here there is a marked difl'erence in the "ap¬ 
plication of fertilizer as between crops sold on the general market and 
crops sold on contract. Wheat, barley, oats, and com all received 
much less fertilizer in 1932 than in 1930; while sugar beets and toma¬ 
toes, which were sold under contract and hence did not suffer such a 
heavy price decline, show no such diminution in the rate of fertilizer 
application. This concrete evidence that farmers are adjusting their 
cash expenditures in the light of expected prices. Similar reactions 
occur in practically all parts of the country where farm-management 
investigations are yielding data with which to measure such reactions. 


Table 17 .—Commercial fertilizer applications in southeastern Michigan in 1930- 
1933, by crops, quantity, and cost per acre 


Crop 

AveiaefO application per acre 

Average co«!t per acre 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1930 j 

1931 i 

1932 


Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Wheat. 

173 

131 

H)9 

3.06 

2.37 

1 81 

Barley. 

105 

70 

26 

L70 

1.08 

.39 

Oats. 

S9 

CO 

23 

1.47 

.97 

.36 

Com. 

65 

37 

15 

1.14 

.61 

.23 

Navy beans. 

109 

41 

34 

2.07 

.78 

.61 

Soybeans. 

111 

7 

2 

2.70 

.11 

.03 

Suj^ beets. 

219 

164 

247 

4.00 

3.31 

4.36 

Potatoes.. 

627 

343 

145 

11.22 

6.40 

2.51 

Tomatoes. 

437 ; 

i 

440 

412 

8.30 

9.16 

7 74 


All data indicate that farmers are reacting toward cash expenditure 
for labor in the same way as toward cash expenditure for fertilizer, 
although the reduction is not so sharp. Table 18 shows the average 
nxunber of hired laborers per farm on the farms of crop-reporting 
farmers, as reported to the Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates 
for 192^1931. As a result of dwindling cash income there is some 
reduction in the amoxmt of labor hired. Similar fii^ures on the amount 
of farmer and family labor used on these same farms are available. 
They show no consistent reduction. 

Table 18 .—Average number of hired laborers employed per farm by crop reporters, 

by regions, 1928-19S1 


Rceion 

1928 

1929 

1D30 

1931 

North Atlantic.... 

0 90 

0.98 

1.01 

0.09 

North Central... 

.02 

.39 

.54 

.62 

South Atlantic... 

1.89 

1.90 

1.67 

1.59 

South Central. , 

1.48 

1.59 

1.50 

1.37 


1.60 

1.56 

1.6S 

1.06 

United States. 

1 

1.13 

1.14 

1.08 

1.03 


All available inures show that fanners are economizing in 
purchases of feeds. Figures on the amount of feed used for da^ 
cows, gathered monthly by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, 
indicate a rate of feeding lower in 1932 than in previous years. Figures 
on the sales of commercial feeds such as cottonseed, linseed, and soy¬ 
bean meals, and feeds derived from flour milling, all show a sharp 
reduction in farmer purchases. Similarly, all farm-management 
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inyestigatioiis that involve figures on cost outlays indicate a reduction 
in the expendittire for feed. An interesting example of this is drawn 
from southeastern Michigan where a considerable increase in the pro¬ 
duction of alfalfa is resulting in substitution of alfalfa hay for high- 
protein feeds previously purchased. In many parts of the country, 
farmers tend to shift their hay production to quick-growing legume 
crops that will supply a higher percentage of protein than the mixed 
hays normally grown. A counterpart of this same reaction is, of 
course, the shift to a larger acreage of feed crops in the Cotton Belt 
and in other parts of the country where, under normal conditions, a 
large portion of the feeds used w^as bought rather than raised on the 
farm. 

Savings in Fuel and Oil 

Although no comprehensive figures on the amount of savings result¬ 
ing from diminished pm'chases of fuel and oil are available, it is known 
that such savinas have been considerable. In southwestern Kansas it 
was found that fanners in fitting their seed beds for wheat in the faU of 
1931 performed few’er operations such as disking, harrowring, and the 
like, in order to avoid expense in operating outlay. It was reported 
that in many parts of the coimtry wdiere horses are still numerous, 
farmers have laid aside their tractors, or have used them a much 
smaller number of hours, thus sacrificing the advantages of more 
rapid work, and in some cases more thorough cultivation, in order to 
save cash outlay in operating these machines. In some areas there is a 
decided tendency to reduce the cost of hired truck service, by hauling 
with horses and spreading the hauling period for crops over a longer 
season, thus reducing another item of cash outlay, similar reactions 
are very general in repairs on machinery, fences, and biuldmgs. It has 
long been known that the use of paint on farm buildings rises and falls 
regularly with the price level of farm products. 

To summarize this discussion of farmers^ adjustments of costs, it 
may be said that there has been a decided shifting away from cash 
expenditures and, so far as possible, a substitution of things that can 
be supplied from the farm or by the farmer, for such means of pro¬ 
duction as previously were bought. In many cases this sort of adjust¬ 
ment has resulted in poorer cultivation and it may be expected that it 
wrill result in poorer yields, although in the last two years favorable 
weather has gone far to compensate for the lack of better cultivation 
and more fertilizer. In some cases this shearing off of costs has meant 
some reduction in the scope of operations although apparently to only 
a minor extent. No farm-management project shows any significant 
reduction in the size of farms or in the general scale of operations 
upon these farms. These projects do show, unmistakably, a sharp re¬ 
duction in cash costs. 

Maintenance of the Farm Plant 

Closely connected with the problem of adjusting operating costs in 
the production of individual farm commodities is that of maintaining 
and Duilding up the farm itself. This problem is particularly difficult 
during periods of aOTicultural depression. In such times there is little 
new capital available from current net receipts and there is great 
doubt of the wisdom of any sizable investments in renewals, upkeep, 
and expansion because of the uncertainty about the length of the 
depression and about the farmer’s ability to repay loans or to get 
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value received from the improvements made. On the other hand, the 
tendency to permit the plant to run down in such periods is unfortu¬ 
nate. ^here is unavoidably a great deal of v aste because postponing 
repairs and replacements frequently leads to greater deterioration and, 
therefore, more expense in the long run than if they had been promptly 
attended to. It is, therefore, part of the farmer’s problem to find 
means of keeping up the land and equipment improvements, as far as 
possible. 

In a period of low prices the problem of soil fertility is tied up closely 
with the investment in fertilizer as a part of the current cost of produc¬ 
ing crops. Most fertilizers have a residual effect and investment in 
them^ becomes a part of the more or less permanent farm capital. Some 
of this residual effect lasts oyer a long period, as, for example, the ap¬ 
plication of lime. It is particularly unfortunate if a period like the 

K ent should result in a serio us depletion of the normal stores of plant 
in the sod and if the usual plans for maintaining the productive 
power of farms by draining, preventing erosion, and other means, 
should have to be abandoned or sharply curtailed. 

Fortunately, the bxiilding of terraces and other me^ of preventing 
erosion can be done very largely by the use of teams, implements, and 
labor already on the farms, and at times when crop operations are not 
making urgent demands. It has always been the practice of better 
farmers to make these improvements in this way; and there is prob¬ 
ably nothing new in the way of readjustments required here^ except 
make the practice more general as the need is more keenly realized. 

Again, the cropping programs on many farms can be rearranged to 
include a sod-building legume crop and thus contribute to the main¬ 
tenance and even the increase of fertility. The best farm practice has 
always included this sort of element in the cropping program, but too 
frequently it has been omitted because of a desire to use aU of the land 
for immediate pecuniary returns. The benefits of such crops as sweet- 
clover, lespedezas, and other sod-budding legumes are more and more 
appreciated by farmers, who are making mcreasing use of sod-building 
crops in order to increase the humus and nitrogen supply and put the 
sod in better physical condition and thus prevent erosion. Fortu¬ 
nately, this type of sod improvement can be included in the year’s 
farm operations with very httle actual cash outlay. 

More serious, from a financial standpoint, is the problem of main¬ 
taining buddings and fences. Repairs of this sort normaUy require 
cash outlay at least for the necessary materials. But here again farm¬ 
ers are finding ways to meet the most acute needs without heavy cash 
expenditures. On many farms fence posts can be obtained from the 
farm wood lot or from near-by timber at only the cost of the labor 
necessary for their cutting. In time of better prices posts and other 
materials n^ht have been bought; but with diminishing income farm¬ 
ers are finding the makeshift very acceptable. Such materials are of 
only limited use in repairing buddings. Nevertheless, on many farms 
secondhand material can be used and is being used for making the 
most urgent of such repairs. 

Upkeep Often Unavoidably Neglected 

Under present conditions very few farmers find it posable to invest 
money in the paint required for normal repainting, which inevitabty 
must be neglected on many farms. Whde the residtant loss is consid- 
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erable, painting appears to be one type of expenditure that can be 
temporarily postponed with the least serious results. 

In the present situation farmers should consider the present low cost 
of building materials. While, for most farmers, this is no time for new 
major commitments even though building materids are cheap, there 
are cases in which cash or credit is avail^le and in which the future 
usefulness and profitableness of the improvements are unquestionably 
assured by renewal and upkeep measures. 

Another plant-maintenance problem is the replacement of imple¬ 
ments and macMnery and the repair of such as are already on hand. 
A machine such as a plow, tractor, or binder is ordinarily kept in 
service with such repairs as are needed, until its condition renders its 
service more expensive and less productive, all things considered, than 
that of a new machine. But the point at which a farm implement is, 
economically speaking, beyond repair, difiFers, of course, with the price 
of the machine required to take its place and the price of the commod¬ 
ity in the production of w’hich it is to be used. It may pay to buy a 
new binder to avoid delay in harvesting a wheat crop worth $1 a 
bushel, but extremely unwise to bw it to cut wheat that will sell for 
only 25 or 30 cents per bushel. The same considerations apply to 
replacing older types of machinery, not necessarily worn out, wdth 
newer types of improved model and higher efficiency. Many farmers 
are delaying the purchase of corn-picking and gram-harvesting ma¬ 
chines that would save labor and, in normal times, increase the total 
net profits of the fann, simply because under present price conditions 
it would be unprofitaWe to make the shift. 

That farmers are thinking carefully along these lines is evidenced by 
their reactions. The following excerpt from a letter from a field man 
on a farm-management project in Texas illustrates the adjustments 
that farmers are actually making in this respect: 

Farmers in the area have been hedging in many vays this year. Early in the 
season, I was bure a number of the cooperators ^ ere omitting expense items from 
the records. I w as sure there should be more repairs, plow points, blacksmithing, 
new sweeps, etc., and would question them. Invariably they would say they just 
weie not buying things and were doing their own sweep sharpemng, etc., until I 
decided that probably the record books were more complete than they appeared 
to be. 

Maintaming good livestock on the farm, even in a period such as 
the present, is not so difficult as the upkeep of improvements and 
machinery, veiy largely because less cash outlay is involved and the 
necessary means are very largely available to the farmers regardless 
of the price level. In such time as the present, however, the natural 
tendency is to use less care and effort because the rewards all along 
the line are, for the time being, less liberal. There is some generd 
evidence that this tendency has already been reflected in reduced 
quality of liv^tock. Reports by farmers to the Bureau of Agricul¬ 
tural Economics on the quality of milk cows, as indicated by the rate 
of production, suggests mat this class of livestock has suffered some 
decline in quality during the last three years. It would seem that 
such neglect as may have been responsible for deterioration of this 
sort reflects a mistaken policy. It costs but little cash, if any, to keep 
up the quality of livestock on the farm. Careful selection, skill in 
breeding, skill and diligence in feeding and care, are the main elements 
in the maintenance and improvement of livestock quality. On the 
other hand, the present period of low prices has reduced the cost at 
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w hich purebred breeding animals can be obtained and has made oppor- 
txmity for replacing breeding stock at low prices—an opportunity 
which the thnfty farmer is not slow to grasp. 

Farm Efficiency in a Period of Depression 

It is often stated that economic depressions paralyze efficiency be¬ 
cause low prices supply no adequate rnotire for hnpro\Tng or even 
for maintaining it. On the other hand, it is also asserted that periods 
of depression are responsible for many, if not most, of our periods of 
rapid technical advance. There is tnith in both assertions. Farm 
efficiency must inevitably decline with such a serious decline in price 
as is now occurring. ^ Much of such a decline is immediately due to 
lack of the funds without which the highest efficiency can not be 
maintained. On the other hand, there are periods and situations in 
which at least a moderate lowerir^ of price does stimulate search for 
new means of increasing the efficiency in order to save at least some 
part of the margin of net gain. 

Progress in farming methods may be classified into two types. The 
first is that stimulated by good prices that induce farmers to expand 
their output and reach out to ^‘make a killing.^’ An example of this 
is the rapid expansion in the use of combines and tractors in the 
Great Plains area of the Wheat Belt, when prices were so high as to 
make extensive wheat production unquestionably profitable. Such 
improvements are characterized by a substantial increase in the amoimt 
of agricultural-capital requirements per laborer. This increase carries 
with it an increase in the amount of land that can best be handled 
per worker, and hence a very substantial increase in the output of 
product per man. Within limits, a faU in price probably stimulates 
the use of this type of improvement, since large output means lower 
cost per unit of produce and hence a greater opportunity to make 
profit. However, yrhen prices go extremely low this method is inef¬ 
fective because it involves a high proportion of cash costs which can 
not be covered in the price of the product. 

The second type of farm improvements making toward efficiency 
includes those which probably receive the gi^eater stimulus in such a 
situation as the present. .They are the improvements that make men 
more effective with a minimum increase in cash outlay. Such im¬ 
provements come, for example, from the improvement of crop varie¬ 
ties through plant breeding, from better strains of livestock, better 
feed^ methods, better care of product in an effort to get higher 
quality, and the like. One field man states that on his project nearly 
all of the farmers from whom he is obtaining data have increased them 
emphasis upon alfalfa. They are growing more of it; they are feeding 
it to all types of hvestock, including pomtiy. One of the immediate 
motives for this was the avoidance of cash outlay for high-protein 
feeds, but its secondary effect is to incoiporate in the cropping system 
an excellent hay crop that probably will become a permanent part of 
the rotation. To be sure, these measures do, incidentally, increase 
output by increasing the rate of yield. That is the essence of effi¬ 
ciency; more product from the same or from less investment of labor 
and the other means of production. But the important thing is that 
such measures avoid the increase of cash outlay and that is what is 
most desirable just now. Probably this latter type of farm improve- 

l«3050®-33- 2S 



382 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


ment will fi^e more largely in heightening farm efficiency in this 
country during the next 10 years than will the type that so greatly 
increases the scope of operations. 

Financial Management 

The farmers "who haye remained solvent and reasonably secure dur¬ 
ing the long and recently intensified agricultural depression may well 
claim substantial credit for financial management as well as for man¬ 
agement of the farm itself. Yet those who have faced financial obli¬ 
gations beyond their debt-paying capacity can not, as a group, be 
blamed for their unfortunate position. No other economic group or 
class foresaw either the length of the agricultural depression or its 
final depth. It is no doubt true, however, that some of those persons 
who have failed might have remained solvent had they acted with the 
same degree of care and prudence shown by most of those in the first 
group of farmers. 

Often, on adjoining farms of equal size and productive capacity, 
two farmers have started out equany well equipped and to all appear¬ 
ances similarly situated. No special individual and unavoidable dis¬ 
aster mav have occun‘ed to either of them. Yet to-day one owms his 
farm and other property largely or entirely free from debt, while the 
other has lost all that he had. 

The different outcome in such cases is usually traceable to a differ¬ 
ence in management of farm or financial operations, which m turn 
rests upon a (fifference in energy and discretion. No one can foretell 
with certainty what is ahead. But some farmers take aU reasonable 
precautionarv measures against contingencies and. others take few, if 
any. Some liave what may be called the wise investor’s attitude. 
Others adopt more of the gambler’s attitude toward risks that confront 
them. 

The energetic and resourceful farmer avoids many common causes 
of loss. Before planting crops, he tests the seed whose germinating 
qualities are often doubtful. When occasion arises he treats his seed 
against threatened disease. He safeguards his livestock against threat¬ 
ened epidemics by vaccination or other available means. He carries 
msiQ'ance against fire, windstorm, and other hazards, in so fai* as satis¬ 
factory protection is available and his means permit. These precau¬ 
tions, or their omission, may alone accoimt for the success of one 
farmer and the failure of another. 

The avoidance of needless risks tends to be reflected in the net farm 
incomes. Many of the factors that make for differences in such incomes 
have been discussed under earlier headings. The following have spe¬ 
cial reference to financial management. 

One farmer with the same amount of mortgage debt as his neighbor 
may pay a fifth to a half less in annual interest. It is not uncommon, 
particularly in some sections of the country, to find one farmer paying 
5 or 5}2 per cent on loan when his neighbor is paying 8 per cent or 
even more. In addition, the one with the lower interest charge may 
have a long-term mortgage repayable on the amortization plan and 
therefore requiring no renewal, while the other has a loan that must be 

S aid or renewed in three or five years from the date of the mortgage. 

imilarly, one farmer may pay 6 to 8 per cent for a short-term produc¬ 
tion loan from a local bank, while his neighbor pays charges of from 
10 to 40 per cent on a corresponding amount of store or merchant 
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credit when the chaises are calculated on an annual-interest basis. 
In some instances the higher rates are paid because the farmer has no 
choice of credit sources or terms. In many cases, however, the more 
burdensome terms are assumed merely because other sources of credit 
than those most readily at hand were not considered or sought. 

Use of Net Farm Income 

Although the individual farmer has little if any control over the price 
that his products brii^ him, and only partial control of his yield or 
output, he has essentially full control over any net income that he 
obtains, hi any farmers who have remained solvent and relatively well 
situated even in the recent severe stages of the depression may ascribe 
their position in part at least to a farsighted use of earlier net igcome. 
With reference to such income they have again assumed the investor’s 
attitude as distinguished from that of the speculator or gambler. They 
have used the income, in part at least, to add to their reserves against 
contingencies. The word “reserves” is here used in its broad or gen¬ 
eral significance, referring to available assets that can be used to meet 
emeigencies, rather than in its narrower meaning of surplus set aside 
for a specific use, as reserve for depreciation, for taxes, or for some other 
purpose. 

In either meaning, reserves are evidence of forethought, of planning 
against future nee<fa or emergencies. As such, their creation in times 
of more normal income tends to distinguish the prudent and farsighted 
person from the more reckless or thou^tless. That farmers, as a class, 
build up reserves in some form, does not need to be argued. Even to¬ 
day, after a dozen years of agricultural depression greauy intensified in 
the last three years by a world-wide industrial depression, farmers in 
the United States operate on their own capital more largely than do 
most other economic groups. 

In normal or good years most farmers spend for direct liv^ expenses 
less than they make. Outstanding debts, if any, are paid off or re¬ 
duced in amount. If the farmer is free from debt, his bank balance 
may be increased or a savings accoimt created. A well-secured bond 
or mortgage investment may be added to the assets. Some life insur¬ 
ance with future loan and cash-surrender values may be taken out or 
the amount of such insurance may be increased. The inherent value 
and productive capacity of the farm may be enhanced by land or soil 
improvements or by the addition of needed buildings or fences. The 
livestock on the farm may be increased or improved in grade and qual¬ 
ity. All these things add to the net assets and to the reserves against 
future contingendes. 

Building up reserves naturally requires time as well as forethought, 
energy, and thrift. Therefore, the fact that many farmers had little 
reserve if any when the present depression set in, can by no means be 
chaiged against them m all coses. Some started farming about the 
time the depresdon began. Others started after the depression was 
on, hoping, of course, that better times for agriculture were immedi¬ 
ately ahead. In view of the duration of the present agricultural de- 

i iression and its more recent intensification, the wonder is not that 
aige numbers of farmers have failed, but rather that farm failures 
have not been more general. 
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Even good policies or plans of action can, of course, be carried to 
excess. Some farmers, at one extreme, may be unduly^ cautious and 
may needlessly sacrifice present comforts and opportunities, but oth¬ 
ers, at the opposite extreme, take needless chances and make little or 
no allowance for contingencies. 

Hasty overexpansion and ill-considered spending occur among farm¬ 
ers, as well as among other groups, and account for many a failure that 
was avoided by other farmers who at one time were no more favorably 
situated than those who failed. Farmers A and B, for example, who 
have recently acquired their farms, in a given year reap good, harvests 
and obtain fair prices for their products. Farmer A believes in all rea 
sonable safety measures and in reserves. Farmer B assumes the spec¬ 
ulator’s attitude of taking chances in the hope of quicker and larger 
retur^. From his income for the year, farmer A, in addition to pay¬ 
ing bis taxes and the interest on his outstanding mortgage, pays off the 
bank loan secured by his livestock. If he has no such snort-time loan, 
he may, if his contract or his creator, permits, reduce his mortgage 
loan by a prepayment on the principal, or he may invest his year’s sav¬ 
ings in some of*the ways that have been mentioned. In any case he 
increases his net assets in relation to his debts and in effect adds to his 
reserves. 

Farmer B, with greater disregard for future contmgencies, instead of 
reducing debt spends all his net income for things that satisfy a 
desire for immediate enjoyment. Or else he promptly buys or rents as 
much more land as posable and j^erhaps goes farther into debt for 
added equipment. He may have increased the amount of property 
that is technically his, but his hold on what he owns is no stronger than 
it was before the good year and may be even weaker. 

A year or two later both farmers experience cro^ failure and possibly 
at the same time an adverse change in the price situation. Farmer A, 
who if he has expanded his operations at an has done so with due cau¬ 
tion, draws on his reserves if necessary and continues his operations. 
Farmer B is likely to lose all that he c^ed his and have to start over 
again, empty-handed. 

Hundreds of thousands of farmers who have held their own even 
during the trying years for agriculture that followed the World War, 
owe their present position in part to their attitude toward risk avoid¬ 
ance, reserves, and good financial management. Some, though by no 
means all, of those that have failed owe thdr failure to the disregard 
of these considerations. In all probability the future, like the past, 
will bimg good years as well as bad years for farmers, even if such 
W’orld disturbances as have recently occurred are not repeated. Boimti- 
ful crops will alfymate with total or partial crop failures, and ups and 
downs in the price situation may also be expected. The next series of 
more favorable years should see a further increase in the large per¬ 
centage of farmers who plan carefuUy and wdsely, and a further de¬ 
crease in the smaller group who take heedless and needless chances on 
the assumption that crop failures and price fafiures are all in the past 
and that reserves and other precautions against risks and contingenmes 
are uunecessary. 

C. L. Holmes and V. N. Valgrbn, 

Bureau of AgneuUurcd Economies. 
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R eadjustments in Family The economic situation in which 
Living Are as Drastic as the farmer now finds himfip] f is 
b Those Effected in Farming forcing readjustments in the 

family living that are quite as 
drastic as those required in the operation of the farm itself. For sev¬ 
eral years the amount of income available for family expenses has been 
excee^gly limited in most farm households. "With the further reduc¬ 
tion in the cash returns from farming, the problem of meeting the 
needs of the famhy has become even more difficult. The success with 
which many fanulies are handling this problem, however, testifies both 
to their ingenuity and courage and to me stability of rural life in times 
of economic crisis. 

The first method which the farm familv adopts in adjusting to a 
lowered income is producing more of its living at home. The land 
itself, the farm animals and equipment, and the labor resources of the 
family are the reserve forces of defense against a lowering of the level 
of liimg. This method of adjustment has been called upon in the 
present emei^ncy to an extent remioiseent of pioneer days. 

The Extension Service has, of course, long emphasized the value of 
a live-at-home program, both as an econoimcal method of securing a 
well-balanced diet and as a means of releasing funds for the purchase 
of goods that can not be produced at home. And even in relatively 
prosperous years most farm families have been accustomed to raising 
much of the food they need, and many have provided themselves also 
with fuel, ice, and other supplies. They are now carrying this pro¬ 
gram still further, and thousands of farms are supplymg almost all 
of the raw materials used by the families, while most of the work of 
preparing these materials for consumption is done within the homes. 

But farm families can not provide for all of their needs by home pro¬ 
duction, even with this increased emphasis on self-sustaining farm 
life. Some items in the family budget can be obtained only from out¬ 
side sources, and usually only by the expen<hture of money. This is 
tnie, for example, of certain articles of clothing, the expenses of run¬ 
ning the automobile, and some of the costs of health and recreation. 
In these cases farm families are making their adjustments by doing 
without the item, by postponing its purchase, or by purchasing a less- 
expenave substitute. 

Other adjustments are taking the form of increased use of commu¬ 
nity facilities. The demands on free dimes and other free sources of 
medical care are mounting in rural districts. More families are now 
t aking advantage of the borrowii^ privilege offered by public libraries, 
in order to reduce expenditures for magazines and hooks. And in 
many communities families ^e cooperating among themselves, by 
neighborhood lending of reading material and of equipment, and by 
exchanging the home-produced articles of one farm for those of 
another. 

In making these adjustments farm women are planning ahead as 
never before for the wise use of their resources. They are choosiim 
with the utmost care between the various demands upon their limited 
cash, and the numerous claims imon thdr time and eneigy. Through 
such balancing of values many farm families are meeting the present 
emergency with the least possible sacrifice of health and living 
standards. 
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Providing the Family Food Supply 

The major adjustment that farm families are making while cash is 
so scarce is in producing more of theii’ food supply at home. Although 
it has been the practice of niost families to raise from one-half to three- 
fourths of the food they use, their cash outlay for this item has custom¬ 
arily been one of the largest, and often the largest, in the household 
budget. During the last decade $200 or more a year was usually spent 
for food, accordmg to numerous studies of farm living. For example, 
a study of 2,886 farm families made by the department in 1922-1924 
showed an expenditure for food of $218 a year, which was 23 per cent 
of the total amount of cash spent for the family. At present, few farm 
families can afford as much as $200 a^ year for food, and many are 
findin g it necessary to live almost entirely on the foods they raise 
themselves. 

Man^r households, in order to supply the necessities for the familj’- 
table, are now drawing more heavily than usual on the products ordi¬ 
narily raised for market. This is not surprising in view of the fact that 
prices received for products sold from the farm have declined much 
more than the retail prices of items that farm families purchase. For 
example, the farm price of wheat declined 55 per cent between Janu¬ 
ary, 1929, and January, 1932, according to the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics, whereas in the same period the retail prices of flour, 
bread, and wheat cereals declined 35, 21, and 11 per cent, respectively. 
Adjusting to the condition of the wheat market, many farm families 
are now supplying themselves with all of the cereal products they need 
by exchangmg wheat for flour and by grinding wheat and com for 
breakfast foods and for meal. And home baking of bread has been 
very widely revived. 

The price of livestock offers another example. The farm price 
of beef cattle declined 52 per cmt between 1929 and 1932, while the 
retail price of dressed beef declined only from 28 to 40 per cent, de¬ 
pending on the cut. This has resulted in the home slaughter of an 
mcreased number of animals for the family meat supply. 

Home production for home use has been extended to many other 
articles of diet. ^ Churning butter has come into vogue once more, 
and more cream is being used in cooking and on the table. The malt¬ 
ing of cured cheeses has been revived as a home practice. Eggs ai*e 
now used freely w hen the market price is low, and in the spring many 
dozens are laid down in water glass for use in cooking during the win¬ 
ter months. In many farm households, home-produced honey, 
sorgo, and cane or maple sirup are taking the place of some of the sugar 
formerly purchased. 

The necessity of depending more heavily on home-produced food 
has imdoubtedly meant a poorly balanced <het in many instances. 
It is very difficult to provide all of Jhe essentials of a good diet when 
the fann specializes in nonfood crops or a single commodity, to the 
exclusion of garden, poultry, and livestock enterprises. Farms having 
dairy cows fare better than those without, because milk and other 
dairy products make such important contributions to good nutrition 
of all members of the family. But recent census figures show that in 
1929 a considerable proportion of farm families were not keeping 
even one cow for the family milk supply. In the coimtiy as a whole, 
only about 75 per cent of faim famihes were keeping milk cow^s, and 
the proportion in some States was as low as 60 per cent, hlany of 
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these families who fonnerly bought their dairy products have now 
arranged with neighbors to obtain milk in exchange lor some other 
commodity. Others are using either evaporated or dried milk to 
protect the health of the familv. 

Thousands of families have been able to maintain and even to raise 
their nutritional standards in the face of the emergency by caiTviug 
out a food-production program planned to fit their own needs. "The 
Extension Service, with its many workers in the field, has been of 
great help to the farm household in formulating and carrying out the 
details ot these plans. In the South about tw o-thirds of the coimties, 
and in the Eastern States about three-fourths, sup^rt their own home 
demonstration agents. Although in the INIiddle Uest and far West 
only one-fourth to one-third of the counties have their own home 
demonstration agents, the State food and nutrition specialists in 
these regions are carrying out state-wide programs through trained 



Fxgirb 56 — 4. farm woman who is keeping records on the production and profits of her fiaU garden 
receives suggestions from the home demonstration agent 

leaders of local groups, organized under the county agricultural 
agents. The adjustments which many families are successfully 
making are a tribute to the independent and courageous spirit^ of 
the indiTidual families. They are a tribute also to the cumulative 
results of years of home demonstration and club work with projects 
centering around such interests as food selection, food preparation, 
food preservation, dairyingj poultry raising, and gardening. 

Home gardens nave received more attention in the last two years 
than ever before. (Fig. 66.) Practically every State extension ser¬ 
vice has published home-garden plans, calculated to suppty ^ough 
potatoes and at least two other vegetables to be used fresn during me 
growing season, and to be canned or stored for the winter according 
to a food-preservation budget. For example, from & bulletin of the 
Kansas extension service the farmer may learn that in order to serve 
his family a leafy vegetable three times a week for health protection. 
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he should have fresh greens in the garden between May 1 and October 
15. The bulletin tells him also that the year’s planting to supply 
summer needs and a surplus for canning must equal a row of 200 feet 
of greens, divided among different varieties according to the family’s 
preference. All types of food are discussed in equal detail. 

Numerous e.vamples of the increased interest in gardening are 
given in a report made by the Extension Service. In certain coimties 
of a Southern State the number of families who cultivated spring and 
summer gardens increased from 179,052 in 1930 to 259,354 in 1931, 
and the number raising fall and winter gardens increased from 
27,131 in 1930 to 148,918 in 1931. 

In another Southern State a woman enrolled in a home-garden con¬ 
test reported that “Beginning with coUards January 1 there has not 
been a day that we have not served fresh vegetables out of the 



garden.” She had raised 32 varieties, and in November her garden 
contained turnips, winter greens, mustard, onions, radishes, carrots, 
spinach, coUards, eggplant, tomatoes, and peppers. Besides enjoying 
an abundance oi garden produce throughout the year, she had sold 
almost $125 worth of vegetables and had canned 150 quarts for her 
own use. The total value of the products of this garden was estimated 
at $276. An Illinois home maker reported that for a cash outlay of 
less than $10, a garden plot of less than an acre furnished $100 worth 
of vegetables for summer use, an additional $40 worth that were 
stored for winter, and $20 worth sold for cash. In Kansas, among 
300 demonstration gardrais, the average net returns per garden were 
estimate at about $65. 

Canning and storage budgets have also been prepared by almost 
every State. These are based on local products and loc^ climatic 
conditions. _ One example of such a vegetable and fruit canning 
bucket is given in Table 19. The aim of the present food-preserva¬ 
tion programis not merely to save the garden surplus but to can with 
family needs in mind. The prevailing practice now is to follow such a 
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carefully oi^anized plan of producing, canning, and stoiing, that 
leafy and other green vegetables, red tomatoes and yellow carrots, 
with their supply of vitamins and minerals, and roasts, stews, chickens, 
and soup stock will appear on the table the year around. Such care¬ 
fully laid plans saf^ard the family’s food supply through the 
winter. (Fig. 57.) On the other hand they prevent the canning of 
unneeded surpluses. 

Table 19 .—Vegetable and fruit canning budget ^ 


Food 


Weeks Qaantiry to be canned 

I during » Tunes __ 

which I food will j 

1 canned | be served' '-Par 

I food IS each -week Per person 
• required i *' 

j_ 


Tomatoes.. 

Peas.- 

Snapbeans.. 

Corn, beets, carrots.. 

Soap mivture.. 

Berries or figs. 

Peaches.. 

Pears or apples. 


Number i 
32 , 
24 J 
32 ' 
24 i 
32 ' 
32 • 
32 , 
32 , 


Number ' 

3 . 12quarts._ 
6 pints— . 
4 quarts—. 

0 pints_ 

4 quarts— 

—_do.I 

...do_ 


COquuits. 
30 pints. 
20 quarts. 
30 pints. 
20 quarts. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


1 Adapted from publication issued by the extension service of Alabama, a State with a long growing 
season. Winter gardens there provide greens most of the year. 

In Alabama, according to extension service reports, 16,086 women 
and girls enrolled for food-preservation work and canned 1,903,637 
quarts of fruits, vegetables, and meats during the 1931 season. Six 
thousand and sixty-five of them canned according to definite budgets 
suited to individual family needs. In Arkansas it was estimated that 
261,244 families enrolled m home demonstration clubs canned 32,666,- 
503 quarts of products from garden, field, and orchard in 1931. Of 
these families 82,134 had canned, according to budget, supplies that 
were ample for their winter needs. ^ In Texas 11,271,198 ^lass and tin 
containers were sold for home canning in 1930; 30,360,627 in 1931, and 
it is estimated that about 60,000,000 were sold this year. 

Last year farm women had been thinking beyond the needs of their 
immediate households when planning their work in food preservation. 
Canning soup mixtures and soup stock for school lunches, canning all 
sorts of products to be donated to such charitable institutions as 
children’s homes or homes for the aged, or canning something to be 
donated to relief organizations for distribution to the unemployed or 
others in distress—all these have been individual or community proj¬ 
ects in many localities. One State reported that one woman had 
supplied 1,000 containers for relief purposes in addition to canning 
1,900 quarts for her own household, which unemployment had 
increased from 4 to 13 members. 

Many plantation owners in the South have made it possible for 
their tenants to grow, can, and store sufficient food for the winter. 
On one plantation in Arkansas, for instance, the planter’s wife 
organized the wnmen of the 175 families on the place, both white Md 
colored, into eight circles. Each circle was instructed in gardening 
and food preservation by leaders trained by the home demonstration 
agent. (Fig. 58.) As a result, every family on the place raised a 
garden and canned fruits and vegetables for the w'inter. Each tenant 
was also encouraged to keep a cow and at least 25 hens. It is partly 
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due to efforts such as these, no doubt, that pellagra, a disease caused 
by dietary deficiency, is decreasing in prevalence, even in the face of 
widespread economic distress. A home-food-production program 
makes it unnecessary’’ to subsist on credit, with the accompanying 
danger of unbalanced diets. 

These organized efforts to round out the food-production and food- 
preservation program so that an adequate diet will be available 
throughout the year, have brought about several outstanding devel¬ 
opments in home-canning practices. Canning in tin has greatly 
increased, and the canning of beef, pork, stews, sausage, chicken, 
liver paste, and rabbit is much more extensively done at home than 
formerly. Through meat canning the men in many families have for 
the first time taken an active interest in the food-preservation work. 
Demonstrations in cutting, curing, and canning meat have been 
widely given. Last year one group of 36 Kansas women canned about 



Figuiue 5S.—One of the panning centers established in Arkansas in 1031. Like most of these centers, 
this was set up with the advice of the county home demonstration agent. In the winter these 
centers are often used for meat canning 


4,500 pounds of beef, a quantity much greater than they could have 
afforded to purchase, in certain counties of Texas where 24,232 
beeves and lambs were canned m 1930, 45,953 were canned in 1931; 
where 272,562 ho^ were cm’ed in 1930, about 338,000 were cured in 
1931. Many fanulies report that they are fattening beeves to supply 
meat for the family this year. 

^ Another development that has come from this extensive preserva¬ 
tion progi’am is the community or neighborhood canning of foods. 
This practice has developed partly because of the recoomzed need for 
steam-pressure canners in the canning of all meats, fish, and nonacid 
vegetables. In some States, eoxmties have equipped canning trucks 
and sent them out on schedule with the home demonstration agent or a 
local leader, so that as many families as possible could benefit by the 
use of the equipment and by the leaaer's instruction in canning 
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methods. The result of this new emphasis on food preservation has 
made the total number of containers of home-canned products break 
all records, oven those established durina: the food-conservation pro¬ 
gram of the World War. Last year farm families also improved their 
storage facilities to jirovide proper conditions in cellars or out-of-door 
pits or caves for storing a wide variety of winter vegetables and fruits. 

The prominence of garden planning and food conservation in the 
teaching program of the Extension Service has developed in connection 
with the emphasis on food selection. From planning balanced diets 
for a day and a week, attention was next directed to planning ahead 
for the 'nonproducing season. Following as a logical development, 
attention is now focusing on planning a balanced food supply for the 
whole year. 

Several States have drawn iip suggestive food-supply budgets for the 
guidance of farm families. These naturally differ some\raat in the 
level of dietary adequacy provided, and in the level of cost in effort 
and money. Any plan must, of course, be modified by the individual 
family to suit its own needs. Table 20 presents one e.xample of a 
yearly food-supply list for a family of five. It is made up of suitable 
quantities of the different kinds of food needed for health and allows 
enough variety so that interesting and palatable meals can be pre¬ 
pared from it. If a family had purchased aU of the items in this list 
at 1931-32 city retail prices, the cost would have been approximately 
S650. A less expensive food plan, also adequate from the standpoint of 
nutrition, cotild be made by using a larger proportion of whole-grain 
cereals and less of some kinds of vegetables and of the lean meats and 
e^s, while a more expensive plan would allow greater variety in some 
of the food groups. 

Table 20.—-1 suggested food-supply budget providing an adequate diet for a 

5-memher farm family, ^ showing approximate quantities of food needed for a 

weelz and for a year 


Pood rmt 


Milk. 1 Oanon. 

Potatoes. I Bushel.. 

Dried beans, peas, nuts.. Pound.. 

Tomatoes, citrus fruit . . ' . do- 

Green-colored vegetables do- 

Other vegetables.do_ 

Fruits (-a eight, fresh).do -- 

Lean meat, fish, poultry.do... 

. Dozen. 


Quantities 

nee<}ed 


Per Per 
week year 



^ 2 active adults, 3 children, aged 3,3, and 12 years. As desired. 


Manv farm families, through their home-production programs, have 
enjoyed a diet more generous than that represented by Table 20, at a 
money expenditure of less than half of $650. Indeed, as shown in 
Table 21, if the program for home food production and preservation is 
pushed to the e.xtreme, the expenditures for a fully adequate food sup- 
p^ with interesting variety may be reduced to a very small sum. The 
adjustments that farm families are making the country over are 
evidence of the feasibility of such reduced cash expenditures. 
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Table 21 .—A suggested division between foods raised and foods bought^ in an adequate 
yearly food supply for a 5-member farm family ^ 


Pood 

Money value of food at retail 
prices 

Raised 

Bought 

Total 


$185-195 
100-160 
120-130 
46- 62 
0- 63 
6- 35 
0- 0 

$16- 0 
60- 0 
16- 0 
7- 6 
63- 0 
30- 0 
26-25 

$195 

160 

130 

52 

53 
35 
25 

Vecetables, fruits . -. 

Tjaiti TTiPfit’ ThDiiltrv.. 

Butter Ifird, salt por^f, ___ ___ 

Bread flonr. cereals __ _ _ _ _ 

Rnrr.'jr mnlfiosAQ. simTk- ipllv _ ____—__ 

Accessories. - ____ _ 

Total-.-— __-____ _ —__------___------- 

455-625 

105-25 i 

G50 



12 active adults; 3 children, aged 3, 5, and 12 years. 


Cutting the Costs of Clothing 

The second large adjustment that farm families are making in the 
present emergency is in expenditures for clothing. Next to food, this 
item usually makes the heaviest demands on the budget of the farm 
household. For example, the 2,886 farm families studied in 1922-1924 
spent on the average $235 for clothing, which was 26 per cent of the 
total cash spent for family living. Clothing needs are, nowever, more 
flexible than food needs for most families. When retrenchment is 
necessary, the first and very obvious adjustment that many families 
make is to get along with the wardrobe on hand, postponing the pur¬ 
chase of new clothing as long as possible. The second adjustment, 
when replacement can no longer Ibe postponed, is substituting less 
expensive garments for those that have worn out. And meanwhile, 
remodeling and frequent cleaning and mending assume new impor¬ 
tance as means of prolonging the Jife of the wardrobe. Just these and 
numerous other clothing economies are now being practiced in farm 
homes throughout the countiy^ although figures that show the amount 
of saving effected are not available. 

Many housewives are feeling the need for information and help in 
getting the utmost use out of the clothes they have. To meet this 
need the extension services in many States are holding clothing clinics, 
which are xerj popular. At these clinics demonstrations of the best 
methods of caring for clothing, including dry cleaning, removing spots 
and stains, mendmg and pressing, are given. Instruction is also given 
in remodeling garments and hats, and in bleaching and dyeing. To 
a greater extent than usual, farm women are making over their own, 
their husband’s, and their children’s clothes for the younger members 
of the family. And in many households, the resoling and repairing of 
shoes has been revived as an emergency practice. 

But in spite of the best care and repair, even the most durable cloth¬ 
ing will in time wear out and must be replaced. And home production 
can not solve the clothing problem to the extent that it solves the food 
problem. The arts of spinning and weaving have vanished from the 
accomplishments in almost all farm househmds, and few farm women 
have the skill to make all of the family’s clothes at home. Many types 
of garments must be bought ready-made, and with these the chief 
opportunities for thrift lie m exercising good judgment in ptirchasing, 
so as to get the fullest value out of every dollar spent. This is true, 
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of course, of shoes and other footwear, which ordinarily take from 
one-fourth to one-third of the total clothing outlay in the farm house¬ 
hold. It is usually true also of men^s coats, suits, and other outer 
garments, which normally make up about one-half of their clothing 
costs. 

For the women and girls of the family, however, and for the small 
sons as well, the outlay for outer garments can be considerably reduced 
by home seudng. Farm women are now turning to this means of 
economizing to a much greater extent than usual. In many families 
all of the dresses, waists, skii*ts, and aprons worn by the housewife 
and her daughters are made at home, and some women are even ven¬ 
turing to make coats and other tailored garments for themselves and 
the children. And for all membei*s of the family undergarments are 
again being made at home. Although the outlay for underwear is 
often less than one-tenth of the total cost of clothing, the savings dur¬ 
ing the year for the whole fami^ may amount to an appreciable figure. 

Just as judgment is essential in selecting purchased garments, it is 
important for the woman who tries to save by home sewing to turn 
to the type of garments that will be most profitable for her to make. 
In general, the more standardized the garment, the cheaper it can be 
bought ready-made, and the smaller the margin of profit in making 
it at home.^ The Bm*eau of Home Economics recently made a study 
of the relative cost of ready-made garments and the cost of materials 
that w’ent into similar homemade garments. Five hundred and forty- 
eight farm housewives in five States cooperated in the study. No 
attempt w'as made to compare the quality of the materials, or the cut 
or fit of the garments. The results showed that the cost of materials 
for cotton and wool skirts, nightgowms, and pajamas averaged from 
75 to 90 per cent of the prices paid for ready-made garments. The 
materials used for aprons, cotton, wool, and silk dresses, blouses, outer 
bloomers and knickers, brassieres, underwaists, chemises, combina¬ 
tions, and kimonos averaged from 45 to 75 per cent of the cost of the 
finished garments. 

But the possible savings throi^h home sewing depend not only on 
the relative costs of the materials and the Mshed garment; they 
depend also on the value of the home maker’s time, measured in terms 
of what other profitable use she might be making of it. Considering 
only the direct cash saving, the vmue of the^ farm housewife’s time 
may run as high as $2 an hour on jobs requiring considerable skill, 
particularly when it is possible to utilize materials ali*eady on hand, 
it may, however, be worth only 10 cents an hour in making the simpler 
and more standardized kinds of garments. But in the prevalent scar¬ 
city of cash, many farm home makers are finding even such small 
savings w'orth while. In spite of the comparatively low cost of much 
ready-made clothing to-day, it is estimated that the value of home 
sewing in many farm households amounts to as much as $76 a year. 

Reducing Family Expenditures for Other Items 

For most farm families a large share of the reduction m living ex¬ 
penses must come from many small economies in the various items in 
the fai^y budget other than food and clothing. This group of ex¬ 
penses includes the cost of fuel, light, and other nousehold operation, 
furnishings and equipment, automobile and other travel, eaucation, 
recreation, health, and such personal expenses as tobacco, candy, and 
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toilet supplies. The total cost of these items in many households is 
as a rule fust about equal to the combined cost of food and clothing. 
For instance, the 2,886 farm families studied by the department spent, 
on the average, S461 a year for these items, more than half of the total 
yearly expenditure of $914. Though it is usually not possible to rriake 
a large saving on any one of these iiems, there are many opportunities 
for small savmgs and for substituting home-produced goods and serv¬ 
ices for those usually purchased. 

Some farm families are making a considerable share of these savmgs 
in the household-operation group alone. Even in more normal times 
many households depend for their fuel very largely on farm-produced 
wood and cobs, and very little on purchased fuel. Now they are seiz¬ 
ing the opportunity for lurther saving in this direction. Keports from 
the Middle West indicate that some families without wood lots are 
burning grain instead of buying fuel. Fuel economies include not 
only producing on the farm as much of the supply as possible, but also 
careful use and proper adjustment of the stove in cooking. By proper 
planning, housewives frequently save fuel, as well as time and energy 
by cooMng the food for more than one meal at one time. 

Many farm women are now making laundiy and toilet soap from 
by-products of home slaughtering, while other families report that they 
are making furniture polish and hand lotion. Although the amount of 
savings on any one of these products is not great, the effort involved is 
worth while if the housewnfe's time is not too crowded. This is espe¬ 
cially true of soap, when there is siirplus fat on hand and the only out¬ 
lay involved is for lye, coloring, and perfume. In two recent studies 
the cost of making laundry and toilet soap at home was found to be 
less than 2 cents a pound. 

Another direction in which many farm families are economizing is in 
expenditures for telephones. For the country as a whole the number 
of telephones increased by 59 per cent in the 10 years preceding the 
1930 census. During the same period the number of farm telephones 
declined about 14 per cent, although the decline in the number of farm 
homes \ras less than 3 per cent. A considerable further reduction in 
the number of farm telephones has taken place in the last two years as 
a part of the farm-home economy program. 

Cutting down on the unnecessary use of the family automobile is an 
obvious way of reducing the cash outlay for gasoline and lubricating 
oil. Many of the families forced to economize in these expenditures 
have effected savings through cooperative organizations selling gaso¬ 
line and oil to their members. Three cooperative purchasing organiza¬ 
tions dealing only in gasoline, oil, and grease reported business for 
1930-31 ranging from $600,000 to $1,600,000. Reports to the Federal 
Farm Board in the last year indicate that there has been a decided 
increase in the number of cooperative marketing associations purchas¬ 
ing gasoline and lubricating oil for their members, as well as in the 
number of consumer cooperatives handling these items. 

Not since pioneer days has so large a proportion of farm housewives 
been making quilts, piecing bed covers, and tufting spreads. In some 
parts of the countiy women are stuffing pillows ana comforters with 
feathers from the farm flock and are makii^ mattresses. Making rag 
rugs at home is an increasingly popular thrift practice. This not only 
reduces expenditures for floor coverings but gives a use for the cloth in 
garments worn past repair or remod^ng. 
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Upkeep of the farm house ithoiit unnecessary cash outlay is inTolv- 
ing other widespread adjustments in furnishings and repairs. For in¬ 
stance, women are finishing furniture at home w herever possible in 

E reference to bu^ng new pieces. In some sections the fann family is 
nding it feasible to utilize home-grown timber for certain t^es of 
inside repairs and improvements, instead of buying lumber. This is 
an essential saving because, though the prices "of building materials 
are lewder now than since 1917, reduced money income in many farm 
homes has restricted the purchase of such items to bare requirements 
for absolutely necessary repair jobs. 

The drastic lowering of cash incomes throughout the country has cut 
out numerous smaller expenditures such as those for commercialized 
entertainment, for books and periodicals, for music and travel. In 
many instances this has served to consolidate the family group and to 
strengthen neighborhood friendships through cooperative forms of en¬ 
tertainment and through the exchange of reading material. Unfor¬ 
tunately, retrenchment in expenditures has required many families to 
reduce temporarily their outlay for education. Howrever, the enroll¬ 
ment figures of the land-^ant colleges and universities and post-^ad- 
uate high-school courses indicate that many families are still able to 
make the sacrifices which higher education for their children always 
involves. 

Planning Ahead for the Use of Money and Time 

Skillful budgeting is obviously needed if the farm family is to get the 
most out of its present limited income. Realizing tins fact, farm 
women everywhere are giving increased attention to budgeting family 
expenditures and keeping accounts. The extension service reports 
household accounting and budgeting projects in 36 States in 1931. 
The reports show that more than 2,000 women in Ohio and Illinois are 
keeping household, accounts at present. Women are taldng unusual 
interest just now in information on how to buy the various articles 
for 'which money must be spent. This interest has made courses^ in 
household purchasing an important feature of the extension teaching 
program in 24 States. 

There has alw-ays been less hand-to-mouth buying in rural areas than 
in the cities, because farm homes generally have better storage facili¬ 
ties and are not as close to the retail store. In the last few years, how¬ 
ever, farm home makers have been taking greater advantage of the 
savings made possible by quantity buying. They have sav^ money 
also by making fewer purchases on the instaUinent plan. Such pur¬ 
chases have declined much more than the total volume of sales smce 
1929. 

The increase in home production caused by the live-at-home pro¬ 
gram is requiring much extra work on the part of most farm home 
makers. It is therefore even more important than usual for them to 
plan their time er^penditures effectively, and to safeguard their energy 
and strength during these difficult years. 

Even before the present emergency, the demands upon the farm 
woman’s time were heavy enough. Studies of over 1,000 farm house¬ 
holds, made by the Bureau of Home Economics and several State exper¬ 
iment stations, show an average working week for the home m&er 
of 62 hours. The major share of this time was spent in the routme 
housekeeping tasks that must be perfonned in every home. Preparing 
and deanng away meals alone required almost 23 hours a vreek, whole the 
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cleaning and other care of the house and the laundering and mending 
totaled 16 hours more. 

When the care of small children is added to this schedule, the farm 
woman is hard pressed to find time for the gardening, canning, sewing, 
and other jobs that are part of the home-production program. Her 
present heavy schedule is making it especially necessary for her to 
follow an organized plan of work. Furthermore, in order to realize the 
greatestretums for her time and efitort, she is seeing the value of choos¬ 
ing carcfuUy from the many tasks at hand. Some she eUminates alto¬ 
gether, and some she is taking on only as temporary and emergency 
duties. And because it is out of the question for one person to carry 
so great a burden, farm housewives are calling on other members of 
the household to help with these new duties md to take a greater share 
of the responsibility for the usu al home-making jobs. It is only by the 
cooperation of members of the family and by concentrating on the 
most important tasks that the year’s program can be carried out 
successfully. 

Contributing to the Family’s Cash Income 

The extent to which the farm woman contributes directly to the 
cash income of the family, aside from the large value of her services in 
the home, is not generally recognized. No fewer than 8.8 per cent of 
the farm home makers of the country were reported by the 1930 cen¬ 
sus as gainfully employed. Many of these ^9,947 women, of course, 
were running their own farms or were working regularly on the home 
farm most of the time. But a large proportion were employed away 
from the farm as teachers, clerks, telephone operators, postmistresses, 
industrial workers, and dressmakers and in numerous other cap^ities. 

In addition to these farm women reported by the census as gainfully 
employed, there is a large number of rural home makers who earn 
money only occasionally or through regular part-time work. These 
women are adding materially to the cash income of their families 
through a wide range of activities. Some are weaving, making baskets, 
tufting bed spread, making rugs and feather fans, and doing_ batik 
work. A few are mving shampoos and facial massages, reviewing 
books, writirg local news items, teaching music, and tutoring the 
neighbor’s cMdren. A much greater proportion are making jams and 
jelhes, pastries, cakes, and other cooked goods for sale, and are raising 
vegetables, chickens, and other farm products for the market. 

In disposing of their home-produced goods some farm women are 
continuing to use the individual roadside market, but many have 
joined women’s marketing associations oiganized by the home demon¬ 
stration agents. These marketing associations are the most striking 
outcome of the rural home makers’ increased need to supplement the 
family income. The home demonstration leader in one of the 
Southern States writes: 

The association sponsors only women’s markets, a place for farm women to sell 
their surplus to the housewives of the town. Truckers and men In generjd are not 
allowed to sell, though husbands and sons may, and do, assist in other ways. The 
products handled consist of butter, oream, butteo'milk, eggs, live and dressed poul¬ 
try, lamb, pork, nuts, v^etables, fruits, cakes, pies, cann^ goods, home-ground 
meal, and lye hominy, ^les range in a single market in this State from $750 to 
$1,000 a month. Numbers of our women have been able to provide clothing and 
food for their own and other families on their farms because of the profits from this 
market. 
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Another home demonstration leader in the South reports three curb 
rackets functionii^ in her State, tvith total sales of $15,800 during the 
year. Figures shotting the increased number of sellers at a women’s 
market in one county of another Southern State are significant. In 
1929 the total number was 393; in 1930 it was 511, and in 1931 it was 
630. The value of the sales in this county is even more significant. In 
1928 it was $79,970; in 1929 it was $104,805; in 1930 it was $137,450, 
and in 1931 it was $124,719. 

Home demonstration agents are organizing rural women’s marketing 
associations wherever there is a demand for them. Previous to 1931, 
87 agents had organized 330 such associations and in 1931, 53 agents 
organized 149 more. The total membership of 34,687 farm women in 
thM new marketing development is additional evidence of the women’s 
eagerness to improve the economic situation in their own homes. 

Hildegabde Kveeland artd Hazel K. Stiebelxng, 

Bureau oj Home Economics. 

163080°—33-26 
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Prepared under the direction of the statistical committee: Joseph A. Becker^ chairman^ 

Lewis B. Flohry secretary^ W, Mendum E, J. Working^ B, C. Boree^ and 

V. N, Valgren 

In the interests of economy, many tables formerly regularly included in this 
section of the Yearbook are omitted this year and the number of years has been 
reduced for many series. Recent data for the omitted tables are for the most part 
available in current publications and can be supplied upon direct request. For 
data for earlier years not covered in this Yearbook, the user is referred to past 
issues. 

The statistical section of this Yearbook brings together what seem from experi¬ 
ence to be the most important agricultural statistics for the United States, and 
for the world so far as the agriculture of this country is concerned. Historical and 
geographical series have been given. 

For greater detail on individual commodities than can be shown in the Year¬ 
book, the Statistical Bulletin series of the department may be consulted. 

For current statistics to supplement Yearbook statistics, the following sources 
should be used: (1) Crops and Markets— a. monthly publication of the depart¬ 
ment carrying the latest current statistics on agriculture in the United States; 
(2) Foreign Crops and Markets—issued weekly by the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics and devoted to current world statistics of crops, livestock, and mar¬ 
kets; (3) foreign commodity reports—^published by the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics and showing the latest world information on single commodities and 
released as important information is received; (4) The Agricultural Situation— 
issued monthly; (5) market news reports of the Bureau of A^cultural Econom¬ 
ics—issued daily, weekly, monthly, quarterly, or at irregular intervals, at Wash¬ 
ington and at the principal markets. 

The crop and livestock reporting service estimates acreage, condition of crop, 
yield per acre, production, and farm prices of crops, and numbers, production, 
Jarm prices, and values of livestock and livestock products. The organization of 
this work outside of the Crop Reporting Board and the office force in Washington 
consists of 41 State field offices, each with an agricultural statistician in charge. 
There is one field office for the New England States, one for Maryland and Dela¬ 
ware, and one for Utah and Nevada. 

Acreages for the year 1909 are as reported by the Bureau of the Census; acre¬ 
ages in 1919, 1924, and 1929 are based upon the census supplemented by State 
enumerations. In the intercensal years, from 1910 to 1915, estimated acreages 
W'ere obtained by applying estimated percentages of decrease or increase to the 
published acreage in the preceding year. The estimates from 1916 to 1918, 1920 
to 1923,1925 to 1928, and 1930 to 1932 are based upon acreage changes from year 
to j ear as shown ^ a sample of over 2 per cent of the crop acreages in each year, 
supplemented by StaDe enumerations. Yields per acre are estimates based upon 
reports of one or more farmers in each agricultural township on the average yield 
per acre in their localities. For 1929 to 1932, yields for all crops except cotton 
have been adjusted to be comparable with yields derived from the census of 1919, 
1924, and 1929. For aU crops except cotton and a few minor crops, yields from 
1919 to 1928 have been adjusted to be comparable with the census yields of 1919, 
1924, and 1929. For these same crops, revisions of acreage have been made for 
the period 1919 to 1928 essentially to the acreages reported by the censuses of 1919 
and 1929. Production is acreage times yield per acre. 
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Estimates of farm stocks, sales, quality, crop condition, and miscellaneous infor¬ 
mation concerning crops are based either upon sample data or upon estimates of 
crop reporters for their localities. 

The term ‘‘commercial’* is used in connection with certain crop estimates to 
distinguish some part of the total production of a crop. Except for indicating 
that the entire production is not represented in the estimate, “commercial” does 
not have the same meaning in each instance where used. The commercial apple- 
crop estimate, for example, represents that portion of the total apple crop whicn is 
sold or available for sale for consumption as fresh fruit. That portion of the crop 
which is used for cider, vinegar, canning, evaporating, or other manufacture is not 
included in the commercial crop as defined in this case. The commercial orange 
and grapefruit crops in Florida represent the portion shipped or to be shipped as 
differentiated from the portion canned, made into juice, sold or consumed locally, 
wasted, etc. Estimates of commercial truck-crop production are concerned only 
with those areas growing the crops primarily to supply the large consuming mar¬ 
kets more or less distant from the producing center. Production in home and 
market gardens, intended principally for locm sale, is excluded. Similarly with 
truck crops grown for commerci^ canning or mamifacture the estimates include 
only amounts giown for use by canning or packing establishments and exclude 
amounts canned in the home. The truck and canning crop estimates are designed 
to include the total quantity produced on the commercial acreage in the areas con¬ 
cerned, w’hether or not the entire crop finds a market or a use. 

Monthly estimated prices received by producers on the specified dates are based 
upon reports from special price reporters, who are mostly country dealers, on the 
average price paid to farmers for the commodity, and do not relate to any specified 
grade. 

Farm values of crops as shown are mostly computed by applying the December 
1 farm price to the total production. These prices are reported by the crop re¬ 
porters, who are mostly farmers. The average price received for the portion of the 
crop sold may be greater or less than this price, depending upon the prices pre¬ 
vious and subsequent to December 1, and the amount of the crop sold at the 
different prices. For the years 1929-1932, weighted average prices for the crop¬ 
marketing season and farm values based upon these weighted prices, have dis¬ 
placed the December 1 prices and values for many crops. For commercial truck 
and canning crops, and for certain fruit crops, the prices shown are the estimated 
seasonal averages of the prices received by growers at the shipping point, the cost 
of the container included if a customary requirement of delivery. 

Numbers of livestock on faims on January 1, 1920, and 1925, are based upon 
the census enumeration as of that date, supplemented by enumerations by State 
agencies, such as assessors and brand-inspection boards, and by records of ship¬ 
ments during 1920 and 1925. Numbers on January 1, 1930, give weight in so 
far as feasible to the numbers reported by the census of 1930 which was as of April 
1, with allowance for indicated changes between January 1 and April 1. In the 
intercensal years, from 1911 to 1916, the numbers of livestock were obtained by 
methods identical with those used for crop acreages. Estimates from 1917 to 
1919, from 1921 to 1924, from 1926 to 1930, and from 1931 to 1933 are based upon 
a sample of over 2 per cent, supplemented by trends derived from assessors’ 
enumerations, r^orts of brand inspection boards, market movements, and stock- 
yard receipts. The census bases are not always comparable from one decade to 
another, because of changes of dates and classifications. 

The average value per head on January 1 is estimated from reports of corre¬ 
spondents relating to livestock in their vicinity. These tend to reflect inventory 
values as distinguished from the monthly prices which relate to sales. The farm 
value on January 1 is computed by applying the average value per head to the 
number on farms. 

The Federal msurket news service supplies much of the information on market 
prices and movements. The leased-wire system in use by the service extends 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific and reaches most of the important markets of the 
country. At each of the branch oflaces commodity speeialfcts gather information 
r^arding the supply, the demand, and prices for the products on which they 
report, ^ey observe the sales actually made on the markets and are constantly 
in touch with the traders, who in many instances give them access to their ofiice 
records in order that they may have specific information on which to base their 
reports. Car-lot shipments and market receipts of crops and livestock products 
are reported by officials and agents of railroads, express companies, and boat 
lines, or compiled from trade publications. Shipments to market by autotruck 
have continued to increase and at some of these markets receipts by truck are 
reported by dealers and distributors. Data on receipts, slaughter, and shipments 
of live-stock are obtained from monthly reports submitted by the public stock- 
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yards. Data on cold-storage stocks are obtained directly from all important 
cold-storage warehouses, and data on commercial stocks of grain are reported by 
boards of trade, etc. Leaf-tobacco stocks are reported diiectly by dealers and 
manufacturers. 

Where a weighting factor is available, market prices as shown are weighted 
averages; bub in many cases a weighting factor is not available, and the prices 
shown are usually the means of ranges of quotations without reference to quan¬ 
tity. The weighted market prices of grain are based on the number of carload 
sales reported. The weighted average price of hogs at Chicago is based on total 
sales of butcher and packer hogs to slaughterers. 

Prices derived from different sources may not be strictly comparable, although 
for most general purposes they are satisfactory. The "data as to commercial 
stocks and movements of various commodities are as nearly complete as prac¬ 
ticable and feasible, and are considered fairly lepiesentative." 

The statistics of ^ain grading are based on work done by licensed grain inspec¬ 
tors located throughout the United States. 

Statistics of acie^e and production in foreign countries are compiled as far as 
possible from officid sources and are therefore subject to whatever errors may 
result from shortcomings in the reporting and statistical services of the various 
countries. Inaccuracies also result from differences in nomenclature and classi¬ 
fication in foreign countries. Except where otherwise stated, pre-war data refer 
to pre-war boundaries. Yields per acre are calculated from acreage and produc¬ 
tion, both rounded to thousand units, and are therefore subject to a greater 
possibility of error when calculated for countries with small acreage. 

The tables of international trade cover substantially the international trade of 
the worli The total imports and the total exports m any one year can not be 
expected to balance, although disagreements tend to be compensated over a scries 
of years. Among the sources of disagreement are: The different periods covered 
by*the ^^year” of various countries; imports received in the year subsequent to 
the year of export; lack of uniformity in dassification of goods as among countries; 
different trade practices and varying degrees of failure in recording countries of 
origin and ultimate destinations; different practices in recording reexported goods; 
and different methods of treating free ports. The exports given are domestic 
exports and the imports given are imports for consumption whenever it is possible 
to extinguish such imports from general imports; that is, ‘‘speciar* ornetinstead 
of generd. General imports are aU, imports report^. In foreign countries 

special” trade is imports for consumption; or net imports, or imports less 
reexports. In the United States imports for consumption are those entered for 
actual consumption and include withdrawals from bonded warehouse for con¬ 
sumption. Special or net figures are used in the international trade tables for the 
following countries: Belgium, Denmark, Egypt, Irish Free State, China, Dutch 
East IntSes, France, and United Kingdom. In the United States trade tables and 
wherever United States figures are given, they are domestic exports and general 
imports unless otherwise specified. While there are some inevitable omissions, 
there may be some duplication because of reshipments which do not appear ss 
such in the official reports. In the trade tables, figures for the United States 
include Alaska, Puerto Rico, and Hawaii, but not the Philippine Islands. 
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As an aid to the comprehension and use of these statistics, the following table of 
weights, measures, und conversion factors will be useful: 

Weights, measures, and conrerMon factors uhed in the Department of Agriculture 


Commodity * 

Unit 1 

Weight 

in 

pounds 


Bushel.— 

60 

Apricots..1 

.do- 

48 

Barley.1 

.do._ 

4S 

Beans, dry.i 

.do. 

60 

Buckwheat. 

.do. 

48 

Clover seed.' 

.do. 

60 

Com, shelled. 

.d<*- 

56 

Com, ear, husked. 

.do._ 

70 

Cotton, ginned.’ 

Bale. 

/ 2 47S 

13 500 

Cottonseed oil. 

Gallon....! 

7.5 

Cranberries.. 

Barrel.' 

100 

Flaxseed.1 

Bushel— 

50 

Orain jsnrjrhTim _ ! 

_do_1 

56 


Box. 

2 70 

Hempseed-.___’ 

Bushel....! 

44 

Lemons____ 

Box. 

2 74 

Milk. 

Gallon.—. 

8.6 

Oats.. 1 

Bushel- 

32 

Oranges (California). 

Box. 

2 70 

Oranges (Florida). 

1 

.do. 

1 

280 

1 


Commodity 


Orchard mrass. 

Peanut oil.. 

Potatoes. 

Eapeseed. 

Rice, rough. 

Rice, cleaned. 

Rye. 

R 3 e flour. 

Soj^hean oil. 

Spelt. 

Timothy seed. 

Tomatoes. 

heat. 

Wheat flour. 

Almonds, apncots, aspara¬ 
gus, snap beans, beet sugar, 
broomcom, cabbage, cane 
sugar, cottonseed, figs, 
grapes, hay, plums, prunes, 
raisins, sugar, sugar beets, 
sugarcane, walnuts.. 


rniti 


Bushel—. 14 

Gallon_ 7 .5 

Bushel.... fio 

.do..... 50 

.do-— 45 

.do_ 60 

...do.— 66 

Barrel. 196 

Gallon_ 7.5 

Bashel—. 40 

.do_ 45 

.do- 56 

.do- 60 

Barrel. 196 


Weight 

in 

pounds 


Short ton . 2,000 


Commodity 


Equivalents 


Almonds.' 1 ]»ound shdled is equivalent to about 3 J 3 pounds unshelled. 

Apples. 11 pound dried is equivalent to about 6 pounds of fresh. 

Barley flour. 1 barrel (196 pounds) is eqmvalent to about 9 bushels of barley. 

Buckwheat flour. 1 barrel (196 pounds) is equivalent to about 7 bushels of buckwheat. 

Filberts. 1 pound shelled is equivalent to about 2.22 pounds unsbelled. 

Malt. 1.1 bushels (34 pounds) is equivalent to about 1 bushel of barley. 

OatmeaL. 1 barrel (196 pounds) is equivalent to about 1066 bushels of oats. 

Do. 18 pounds is equivalent to about 1 bushel of oats. 

Peanuts. 1 pound shelled is equivalent to about 1 h pounds unshdled. 

Peaches (California). 1 pound dried is equivalent to about 6U pounds fresh. 

Prunes. 1 pound dried is equivalent to about 2^^ pounds fresh. 

Rye flour. 1 barrel (196 pounds) is equivalent to about 6 bushels of rye. 

Raisins. 1 pound is equivalent to about 4 pounds of grapes. 

Wheat flour. 1 barrel (196 pounds) is equivalent to about 4.7 bushels of uncleaned wheat* 

Walnuts (English). 1 pound shelled is equivalent to about 2 38 pounds unshelled. 


1 Standard bushel used in the United States contains 2,150.42 cubic inches; the gallon, 231 cubic inches. 
3 Net 
»Gross. 

* Due to changes in mOling processes, equivalents used have varied as follows: 1790-1879,5:1880-1908,4.76; 
1009-1917,4T7ri§18-19,4.5; 1920,4.6; 1921-1931,4.7, 
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Table —Wheaty aU: Acreage, 'production, value, exports, etc,. United States, 

1890-1982 






Price 


Spring 

wneat. 

No. 2 
red 

winter 

Foreign trade, including flour, 
year beginning July = 


Acre- 

Aver¬ 

age 

Produc¬ 

tion 

per 

bushel 
' re- 

Farm 
value, 
basis 
Dec. 1 
farm 
price 

i 

price 

per 

bushel 

wheat, 

price 

per 

1 


Net exports c 

Year 

age 

har¬ 

vested 

1 

yield 

per 

acre 

ceived 
by 
pro¬ 
ducers 
Dec. 1 

at Chi¬ 
cago, 
year 
begm- 
niug 
Julyi 

bushel 
at Chi¬ 
cago, 
year 
begin¬ 
ning 
July2 

Domes¬ 
tic ex¬ 
ports* 

Im¬ 
ports 5 

t 

Total 

I 

Per¬ 
cent¬ 
age of 
pro¬ 
duc¬ 
tion 


i 1,000 


1,000 


1,000 



1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Per 


acres 

Bush. 

bushels 

Cts. 

dollars 

as. 

as. 

bushels 

bmhcls 

bushels 

cent 

1890- — 

34,018 

11.1 

378, m 

83.3 

315,112 

t 97 

89 

109,017 

586 

109,054 

28.8 

1891.— 

37,826 

11.5 

584,501 

83.4 

487,463 

89 

96 

229,465 

2,463 

228,841 

30.2 

1802.— 

39,552 

13.3 

627,987 

62.2 

328,331 

73 

78 

196,068 

168,498 

96S 

195,072 

37.1 

1893.— 

37,931 

1L3 

427,553 

S3. 5 

228,599 

60 

68 

1,183 

167,531 

39.2 

1894...J 

39,426 

13.1 

616,485 

48.9 

252 709 

57 

67 

148,630 

1,430 

147,740 

28.6 

1896..., 

40,848 

13.9 

569,456 

50.3 

286,539 

390,346 

61 

62 

130,099 

2,117 

130,345 

22.9 

1896.. 

43,916 

12.4 

544,193 

71.7 

70 

67 

148,767 

1,545 

148,725 

27.3 

1897— 

46,016 

13.3 

610,254 

80.9 

493,683 

91 

86 

221,143 

2.060 

220,905 

36.2 

1898.... 

1899 

51,007 

6S,689 

52,589 

16.1 
Its 1 

772,163 
658, m 

638,051 

58.2 

449,022 

71 

90 

227,240 

1,876 

227,300 

29.4 

1899.... 

12.1 

58.6 

372,982 

70 

172 

190,772 

320 

m749 

30.0 

1900.— 

51,387 

11.7 1 

602,708 

62.0 

373,578 

76 

76 

220,653 

603 

220,723 

36.6 

1901-— 

62,473 

15.0 1 

788»638 

62.6 

493,766 

74 

72 

239,212 

121 

239,137 

30.3 

1902.— 

49,649 

14.6 

724,808 

63.0 

456,851 

77 

76 

207,835 

1,080 

208,016 

28.7 

1903- — 

51,633 

12.9 

663,923 

69.5 

461,439 

00 j 

83 

124,977 

229 

124,926 

18.8 

1904— 

47,826 

12.5 

596,911 

92.4 

551,788 

114 

HOO 

46,319 

3,296 

43,612 

7.3 

1905..., 

49,388 

14.7 

726,819 

74.6 

542,543 

89 j 

788 

101,089 

273 

100,849 

lao 

1908— 

47,800 

16.8 

756,775 

66.2 

601,318 

84 

77 

150,597 1 

602 

150,594 

19.9 

1907-— 

45,116 

14.1 

637,981 

86.5 

552,074 

107 

90 

166,525 

530 

166,304 

26.1 

1908— 

1909— 
1909-... 

46,970 1 
U,863 

14.0 

15.4 

16.8 

644,656 
683,379 
700,434 

92.2 

504,128 

116 

96 

116,373 

475 

115,001 

18.0 

It 262 

98.4 


114 

no 

89,173 

845 

88,465 

12.6 

1910.— 

46,681 

13.9 

635,121 

88.3 

561,051 

107 

102 

71,338 

1.175 

70,164 

11.0 

1911— 

49,543 

12.6 

621,338 

87.4 

543,063 

no 

90 

81,891 

3,445 

78,447 

12.6 

1912.... 

45,814 

15.9 

730, m 

76.0 

556,280 

94 

103 

146,159 

1,304 

143,038 

19.7 

1913-.- 

50,184 

16.2 

703,380 

79.9 

610,122 

93 

88 

147,966 

2,402 

146,308 

19.2 

1914— 

53,641 

16.6 

891,017 

98.6 

878,680 

132 

108 

335,702 

728 

335,162 

37.6 

1915— 

60,469 

17.0 

1,025,801 

91.9 

942,303 

120 

113 

216,221 

7,254 

239,691 

23.4 

1916.— 

52,316 

12.2 

636,318 

160.3 

1,019,968 

196 

168 

205,962 

24,900 

181,067 

28.5 

1917— 

45,089 

14.1 

636,655 

200.8 

1,278,112 

227 

225 

132,579 

31,215 

102,775 

l&l 

1918.... 
1919- — 

59,181 

78,099 

73,700 

15.6 

12.9 

921,438 
946, m 
952,097 

204.2 

1,881,826 

234 

222 

287,402 

11,289 

276.615 

30.0 

1919.... 

12.9 

213.1 

2,028,518 

276 

224 

222,030 

5,511 

216,671 


1920.... 

62,358 

13.5 

843,309 

148.3 

1,208,389 

198 

223 

369,313 

57,682 

312,625 

37.6 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop-Reporting Board, 
revised 1919 to 1928. See introductory test; italic figures are census returns. 


11890-1896, Betel's Red Book, quoted as No. 2spring; January, ISOr-JunCj^ 1904, Chioigo Doily Trade Bul- 


northem. Subsequently from the Chicago Daily Trade Bulletm and are averages of the daily cash price 
per bushel weighted by car-lot sales. 

* Prices, 1890-1898, are from the Price Current Grain Reporter 1924 Yearbook, p. 4, and are average cash 
prices for calendar years; subsequently from the Chicago Daily Trade Bulletin and are averages of the 
dally cash price per bushel weighted by car-lot sales. 

3 Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1890-1917; Foreign Commerce and 
Navimtion of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United States, 
June issues, 1919-1926; January and June issues, 1927-1932. Wheat flour converted to terms of grain on the 
foUowing basis: 1890-1908,4.76; 1909-1917,4.7; 1918-19,4.6; 1920,4.0; 1921-1932,4.7. 

* Includes flour milled from imported wheat. 

< Includes wheat imported for milling in bond and export. 

^ Total exports (domestic plus foreign) minus total imports. 

^ Weighted average for 11 months. 

® Weighted average for 10 months. 
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Table 1.—TFZierti, all; Acreage, production, value, exports, etc.. United States 

1S90-1933—Conianued 






Price 


Spring 

wheat. 

.\ro.2 

red 

winter 

Foreign trade, including flour, 
year beginning July 


Acre¬ 

age 

har¬ 

vested 

Aver¬ 

age 


per 

hushel 

re- 

Farm 

value. 

price 

per 

bushel 

wheat, 

price 

per. 



Net exports 

Year 

yield 

per 

acre 

tion 

eelved 
by 
pro¬ 
ducers 
Dee. 1 

Dec. 1 
farm 
pnce 

at Chi¬ 
cago, 
year 
begin¬ 
ning 
July 

bushel 
at Chi¬ 
cago, 
year 
begin¬ 
ning 
July 



Total 

Per¬ 
cent¬ 
age of 
pro¬ 
duc¬ 
tion 






1,000 






PtT 


acres 

Bush. 

bushels 

Cto 

doUars 

as 

as. 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

cent 

1921._.. 

64,566 

12.7 

818,964 

90.3 

1 739,893 

136 

125 

282,566 

17,875 

265,590 

32.6 

1922_ 

61,397 

13. S 

&t8,673 

9S.9 

837,470 

122 

114 

224,900 

20,031 

205,079 

23.6 

1923- — 

1924- --. 

56,920 
50, &62 
52,460 

13.3 

15.7 

750,606 

S00,b77 

S10,091 

1 91.4 

; 694,363 

119 

102 

159,880 

28,079 

131,802 

16.6 

1924.— 

16.0 

1 130.9 

1,099,262 { 

1 155 1 

158 

260,803 

6,201 


^.5 

1925— 

52,441 

, 12.8 

66S.9S2 

140.5 

940,101 ' 

' 166 : 

164 

108,035 

16,679 

92,669 

13.7 

192«.— 

56,815 

14.7 

833,544 

120.7 1 

1,006,345 

140 

138 I 

219,160 

13,264 

205,994 

24.8 

1927,— 

59,t>2S 

14.7 

874,633 

111. S 

977,406 
908,084 

140 

140 

206,259 

15,784 

190,678 

21.7 

1928.— 
1929_ 

59,309 

62,000 

16.6; 
12.9 

926,130 

800,649 

98.1 j 

118 

138 

163,687 

21,442 

142,301 

15.6 

1929-.., 

62,671 

13.0 

812,573 

MOS-S 1 

10 840,658 

127 

130 

153,245 

12,950 

140,361 

'“l7.‘3 

liLmm 

61,140 

> 14.0 

857,427 

S67,l 1 

10 575,385 

84 

86 

131,475 

19,059 

112,435 

13.1 

1931—.. 

193211.. 

55.344 
65.177 

1 16.3 ' 
13.2 

900,219 

726,831 

«39.1 ! 
*>35.0 

10 352,161 
!<■ 1254.525 

56 

62 

1 

136,797 

12,886 

123,774 

13.7 


«Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

>0 Based on x^eighted average price for crop marketing season, 
n Preliminary. 


Table 2. — Wheat, winter and spring: Acreage sown and harvested, and production, 

United States, 1919-1932 


Winter wheat 


I Durum wheat 


Other spring wheat 


{. 


Year 

Acre¬ 
age 
sown 
in pre¬ 
ceding 
fall 

Acre 

age 

har¬ 

vested 

1 

Aver¬ 

age 

yield 

per 

acre 

Pro¬ 

duc¬ 

tion 

t 

Acre¬ 

age 

har¬ 

vested 

A\er- 

age 

yield 

per 

acre 

Pro¬ 

duce 

tion 

Acre¬ 

age 

har¬ 

vested 

1 

1 

Aver¬ 

age 

yield 

per 

acre 

1 

1 

Pro¬ 

duc¬ 

tion 


i 1,000 
‘ acres 

1,000 

acres 

! 

Bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 1 
acres i 

Bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

acres 

Bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1919.1 

1 51,391 

50, m 

14.8 

748,460 

3,893 

7.3 

28,324 

19,403 

9.0 

175,313 

1920.1 

1 45. .'505 

40.409 

15.2 

613,227 

4,400 1 

9.9 

43, ,'>50 

17,549 

10.6 

186,532 

1921. 

45,479 

43,160 

14.0 

602^793 

6,009 1 

9.0 

54,212 

16,397 

105 

161,959 

1922..i 

47,415 

45,408 

38,635 

41,640 

38,712 

35,415 

13. 7 

571,459 

555,323 

571,658 

5,659 i 
4,064 ! 
3,674 

14.5 

82; 243 
38,961 
59,114 

14,089 

14,144 

13,371 

13.7 

192,969 

165,222 

209,419 

1923 . 

1924 . 

14.3 

16,1 

9.6 

16.1 

11.7 

15.7 

1926. 

40,920 

31,902 

12 5 

400.970 

4,158 

14.0 

58.010 

16,321 

22.9 

210,002 

1926. 

40,603 

37,596 

16.8 

631,950 

4,577 

9.3 

42,469 

14,643 

10.9 

159,125 

1927. 

44,134 

38,195 

14.3 

547,666 

5,445 

14.4 

78,359 

15,988 
IS, 541 

15.6 

248,608 

1028. 

48.347 

36,964 

26.0 

591,017 

6,804 

14.1 

95,802 

15.4 

239,311 

1929. 

43,340 

40,580 

14.2 

677,009 ! 

6,671 1 

9.8 

54,710 

16,520 

10 9 

180,854 

1930. 

43,562 

39,463 

15.2 

599,593 

4,746 

12.2 

57,719 

16,932 

11.8 

200,115 

1931. 

43,520 

41,357 

19.0 

787,303 i 

2.960 

7.0 

20,712 

11,027 

8.4 

92,114 

19321. 

40,420 

1 33,656 

13.7 

i 

462; 151 

8,863 ! 

103 1 

1 

39,868 

17,658 

12.7 

224,812 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Revised, 1019 to 102^. 
See introductory text. 

> Preliminary. 
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Table 3. — Wiirder wheat: Acreage seeded, by States, average 1924-1928, annual 

1920 - 192 ? 


Area sown in autumn of— 


State 

and Arer- 
division atte, 
1924- 



1,000 

acres 

202 

49 

935 

1,000 

acres 

104 

48 

898 

1,186 

1,140 




Area sown in autumn of— 


and Aver- 
division 

192S 



787 

900 

614 

761 

95 

189 

1,757 

1,603 

377 

268 

26 

22 

167 

200 

4 

2 

1,198 

1,215 

927 

877 

779 

658 



()»622 6»804 | 6,737 6,216 1 6.0C1 


43.466 43.662 43,620 40,420 36,002 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board* 
1 Preliminary. 
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Table 4. — Wheat, all: Acreage, production, and weighted average pnce, hij States, 
average annual 1929-1932 



Bureaa of Asricultnral Economics. Estimates of tbe Crop Beporting Board. 
X Preliminary. 
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Table 5. —Wkeatf winter^ spring^ and durum: Acreage, yield, and production^ hy 
States, averages, and annual 1931 and 1934 

^VINTTER WHEAT 



Acreage harvested 1 
1 

I'leld per acre 

Production 

State and division 

Aver¬ 

age, 

192ir- 

102^> 

1931 

1932 ‘ 

Aver- * 
age, 1 
1919- » 
192^» 

1 

1931 

1932 

-Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1926 

1931 

19323 


urn 

1,000 









acres 

acres 

acres 

Bushels 

Bushels 

Bushek 

bu&heU 

bushels 

bushels 

New York... 

297 

201 

191 

19.2 

25.5 


6,387 

5,126 

3,916 

New Jersey. 

58 

49 

48 

19.8 

27.0 


1,236 

1,323 

Mni'iii 

Pennsylvania. 

1,073 

898 

889 

17.2 

22.0 


18,735 

19,756 

13,336 

North Atlantic. 

1,428 

1,148 

1,128 

17.8 

22.8 

16 2 

25,358 

20.205 

18,239 

Ohio. 

1,614 

1,713 

1,676 

■Rf ; 

29.5 




32,308 

Lidiona...._ 

1.622 

1,710 

1,430 


25.9 

16.0 

25,929 

44,269 

22.976 

Illinois__—.. 

2,054 

1,836 

1,450 


23.5 

16.0 

32.889 

43.146 


MiehigftTi _ 

810 

701 

691 


26.0 

24.0 


18,226 

16,584 

702 

Wisconsin. 

57 

24 

36 

^ ! 

19.0 

19 5 

1.136 

456 

Minnesota. 

166 

152 

163 

17.8 

21.0 

21.0 

2,896 

3,192 

3.423 

Iowa..--------------.--- 

388 

313 

260 

19.4 

21.0 

17.0 

7.471 

6,573 


Missouri. 

1,579 

1,490 

1,326 

13.0 


11.2 



14,851 

South Dakota.. 

102 

185 

259 

13.4 

6.3 

19.0 

1,364 

1,106 

4.921 

Nebraska. 

3,100 

3,339 

12,618 

2,050 

16.3 

17.2 

12.0 

51,796 

67,431 


Kansas. 

9,990 

9,252 

13.3 

19.0 

11.5 

137,823 

239,742 


North Central. 

21,370 

24,081 


14.7 

20 5 

13 7 

324,595 

494,555 

252,703 

Delaware. 

102 

91 

79 

16.6 

23.5 

11.5 

1,912 

2,138 

908 

Maryland. 

Virginia. 

487 

404 

380 

17.8 

24 0 

13.0 

9,187 

9,696 

13,266 

4,940 

603 

G03 

679 

13.4 

22.0 


8,643 

6,253 

West Virginia. 

112 

113 

116 

13.0 

21.0 

11.0 

1,646 

2,373 

1,276 

North Carolina. 

357 

339 

376 

9.6 

13.0 

9.6 

3,777 

4.407 

3,572 

South Carolina-. 

54 

53 

80 

9.4 

13.0 

9.5 

555 

689 

760 

Georgia.. 

76 

49 

74 

8.4 

13.0 

9.6 

679 

637 

703 

South Atlantic- 

1,792 

1,662 

1,684 

13.6 

20.1 

10.9 

26,299 


18,412 

Kentucky. 

204 

252 

270 

12.0 

23.0 


2,635 

5,544 

2,835 

Tennessee. 

346 

252 

272 

10.4 

17.5 

9.5 

3,852 

4,410 

2,684 

-Uabama. 

4 

4 

6 

10.4 

12.5 

HO!! 

47 

60 

60 

Arkansas.. 

25 

36 

31 

9.8 

13.3 

8.0 

253 

476 

248 

Oklahoma__ 

4,010 

4,407 

3,892 

3,966 

2,958 

12.6 

17.0 

11.0 

62,072 

74,919 

56,045 

43,626 

29,580 

Te\as. 

1,798 

11.8 

14.4 


22,749 

South Central. 

6,386 

8,843 

7,503 

12.2 

16.0 

10 5 

81,607 

141,443 

78,833 

Montana. 

676 

412 

618 

148 

9.5 

20.0 

9,429 

3,914 


Idaho. 

619 

621 

652 

19.0 


23.0 



i 14.996 

Wyoming. 

Colorado. 

64 

164 

110 

15.0 

8.5 

10.0 


1,394 


1,242 

1,218 

487 

12.6 


9.0 

15,123 

14,610 

4.3S3 

New Meiieo. 

123 

360 ’ 

220 

11.1 

18.0 

0.0 

1,466 

6,480 


Arizona. 

27 

24 

29 

19.5 

28.0 

21.0 

505 

672 


rtah. 

164 

194 

184 

17.7 

14.0 

17.0 

2,969 

2,716 

3.128 

Nevada. 

4 

3 

1 

22.7 

22.0 

19.0 


60 


Washington_ 

960 

1,356 

825 

1,207 

751 

23.4 

22.0 

25.0 

22,594 

29,632 

15,262 

6.475 


Oregon_ 

751 

21.7 

18.5 

20.0 

16;i98 

11,209 

CaJifomia. 

627 

456 

593 

17.5 

14 2 


Western. 

5,047 

6,633 


17.8 

16.3 

19.3 


91,984 

93,784 

United States.. 

36,024 

41,357 


14.8 

19.0 

13.7 

548,604 

787,393 

462,151 


1 Preliminary, 
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Table 5. —Wheats imuter^ autl durum. Acreage^ yield,^ and production, 

by Siateii, averages, and annual 1931 and 1932 —Continued 

SPRING AVHEAT OTHER THAN DURUM 


Acreage harvested Yield per acre 


Production 


State and division 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

19321 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919- 

1928 

1931 

1932 

A\er- 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

19321 

Maine.i 

Vermont _ 

im 

aCTtR 

A 

o 

im 

acres 

2 

1 

im 

acre's 

3 

Bushels 

20.7 

18.5 

Bushels 

22.0 

21.0 

Biishefs 

22.0 

UOOO 

bushels 

88 

34 



New York. , 

5 

10 

10 

17,4 

18.5 

17.0 

177 

185 

370 

Pennsylvania.i 

7 

11 

9 

15.5 

21.0 

14.5 

114 

231 

130 

North Atlantic.' 

22 

24 

22 

17.7 


16.6 

413 

481 

366 

Ohio.' 

10 

10 

9 

19.2 

21.0 

16.5 

202 

210 

148 

Indiana-.i 

7 

13 

14 

15.7 

17.0 

17.0 

108 

255 

23S 

Illinois.1 

112 

f*9 

99 

18.5 

19.5 

17.0 

2,185 

1,030 

1,683 

Michigan. 

0 

10 

10 

15.6 


19.0 

no 

200 

190 

Wisconsin..-. 

59 

64 

70 

17.1 

17.0 

19.0 

1,162 

1,088 

1,330 

Minnesota...1 

1.4ti5 

946 

1,078 

12.4 

13.8 

13.4 

20,703 

13,055 

14,445 

Iowa.1 

43 

44 

48 

13.9 

17.0 

18.5 

672 

748 

048 

Missouri. 

S 

7 

6 

12. S 

19.0 

12.6 

107 

133 

75 

North Dakota. 

5,975 

4.318 

7,557 

10.5 

6.2 

10.7 

72,339 

26,772 

80,860 

South Dakota. 

1,755 

1,774 

2,S03 

9.8 

5.7 

13.5 

19,298 

10,112 

37,840 

Nebraska. 

Ihl 

120 

202 

12.4 

7.5 

10.0 

1 2,712 

945 

2,020 

Kansas. 

17 

14 

18 

8.4 

9.0 

8.5 

I ICO 

126 

153 

North Centrul.* 

9,638 i 

7.427 

11,914 

11.0 

s 

11.7 

119,818 

55,574 

139,630 

Montana.i 

3,061 

1,750 

3,412 

13.7 

Ka 

12.5 

i 48,181 


42,650 

Idaho. 

571 

360 

540i 

22. S 

19.5 

29.0 



16,660 

Wyoming. 

173 

76 

122 

12.8 

10.5 

11.0 


798 

1,342 

Colorado. 

294 

168 

193 

15.6 

12.0 

12.0 

4,623 


2,316 

New Mexico., 

32 

27 

31 

11.8 

18.0 

14.0 

367 

486 

434 

Utah. 

74 

63 

76 

25.6 

25.0 



1,676 

2,204 

Nevada-. | 

12 

11 

17 

25.1 



281 

253 

442 

Washington. i 

1,040 

1,001 

1,091 

14.8 

11.0 

13.5 

16,613 


14,728 

Oregon. ' 

256 

120 

240 

16.4 

20.0 


4,556 


5,040 

Western. | 

United States. 

5,513 

1 3,576 

5,722 

15.7 

I 10.1 

14.8 



84,816 

15,173 t 11,027 

17,658 

1 32.6 

j b.4 

12.7 

213,293 

92,114 

224,812 


DURUM M’HEAT 


Minnesota. 

North Dakota. 

South DidtoLi. 

Montana. 

20S 

3,651 

1,033 

40 

12G 

1,977 

837 

20 

126 

2,768 

929 

40 

13.9 

11.6 

12.4 

12.7 

14.0 

6.8 

6.5 

3.2 


H 

1,764 

13,444 

5,440 

64 

1,638 

26,296 

11,334 

600 

TohU. 

' 4,932 

2,960 

1 

3,863 

1 

7.0 

10.3 

66,751 

20,712 

30,868 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 Preliminary. 
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Table 6 . — Wheat: World 'production, 1890-91 to 1932-33 



Selected countries 


1923- 24- 

1924- 25- 

1925- 2G- 

1926- 27- 

1927- 28.. 

1928- 29- 

1929- 30.. 

1930- 31.. 

1931- 32.. 

1932- 836. 


Million 


tuition 

1 

o' 

S 

Million 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

378 

42 

229 

81 

27 

585 

42 

267 

36 

26 

528 

48 

227 

59 

33 

428 

41 

2S6 

82 

37 

516 

43 

271 

61 

28 

569 

41 

261 

46 

18 

544 

33 

201 

32 

21 

610 

47 

200 

53 

28 

772 

63 

269 

105 

41 

636 

57 

255 

102 

40 

603 

56 

200 

75 

48 

789 

85 

265 

56 

39 

725 

94 

227 

104 

12 

664 

78 

298 

130 

74 

597 

69 

360 

151 

55 

727 

106 

283 

185 

69 

757 

126 

320 

156 

66 

638 

93 

317 

192 

45 

645 

112 

229 

156 

63 

700 

167 

285 

131 

90 

635 

132 

360 

146 

95 

621 

231 

376 

166 

72 

730 

224 

371 

187 

92 

763 

232 

368 

105 

103 

891 

161 

312 

169 

26 

1,026 

394 

377 

169 

179 

036 

263 

323 

84 

152 

637 

234 

382 

235 

115 

921 

189 

370 

180 

76 

952 

193 

280 

217 

46 

843 

263 

378 

166 

146 

819 

301 

250 

191 

129 

847 

400 

367 

196 

109 

760 

474 

372 

248 

125 

840 

202 

361 

191 

165 

669 

395 

331 

191 

115 

834 

407 

325 

230 


875 

480 

335 

282 

118 

926 

667 

291 

349 

160 

813 

305 

321 

163 

127 

857 

421 

391 

232 

214 

900 

304 

347 

220 

190 

727 

431 

337 

231 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Both acreage and production figures refer to the year of harvest. 
Harvests of the Northern Hemisphere countries are combined with those of the Southern Hemisphere 
which immediately follow; thus for 1933-33 the crop harvested in the Northern Hemisphere countries in 
1932 is combined with the Southern Hemisphere harvest which begins late in 1932 and ends early in 1933. 

1 Includes all Bussian territory reporting for years named. 

6 Total Bussian Empire exclusive of the 10 Vistula Provinces of Russian Poland and the Province of 
Batum in Transcaucasia. 

3 Exclusive of Russian Poland, Lithuania, parts of present Latvia and Ukraine, and two Provinces of 
Transcaucasia. 

* Beginning with this date estimated production is within present boundaries of the Union of Socialist 
Soviet Republics, excluding Turkestan, Transcaucasia, and the Far East, which regions in 1024 produced 
51,706,000 bushels and. in 1925,58,000,000 bushels. 

6 Beginning with this date production is within postwar boundaries and therefore not comparable with 
earlier years. 

6 Fieliminaiy. 







































































Table 7. — Wheat: Acreage, yield per acre, and production in specified countries: average, 1921-22 to 1925-26; annual, 1929-30 to 1932-33 
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Table 8 . — Wlteat, nil: Monthly marketings by farmers, as reported by about S,500 
mills and elevators, United States, 1922-^3 to 1931-32 



Bureau of Agricoltural Economics. 

Table 9. — Wheat: Production and farm disposition, United States, 1924-1932 




1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1924. 

840,091 

80,951 

80,072 

65,855 

10,553 

1925. 

668,982 

79,585 

76,620 

82,971 

28,232 

10,487 

1926. 

833,544 

85,065 

34,383 

10,343 

1927. 

874,633 

92,693 

00,088 

44,453 

9,286 

1928. 

926,130 

, 85,375 

83,231 

55,486 

8,196 

1929. 

812,573 

84,882 

84,199 

56,926 

6,973 

1930. 

857,427 

1 81,955 

81.181 

158,937 

10,538 

1931. 

900,219 

> 80,785 

77,996 

167,356 

14,917 

1932-. . 

726,831 

1 80,475 

78,952 

138,367 

16,279 



1,000 
bushels 
693,611 
654,043 
706, M7 
730,806 
779,217 
664,-47: 
606,7n 
630,050 
493,233 


Bureau of Agriculture] Economics. Estimates of Crop Reporting Board. 


1 Relates to quantities used by producers on t heir own farm*). Additional quantities of purchased wheat 
are so utilized. 

2 Preliminary. Disposition items are approximations made in March, 1938. 


Table 10. — Wheat: Receipts inspected, all inspection points, United States, by 
months, 1923-24 to 1932-33 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of licensed inspectors through district offices 
of Federal grain inspection. The quantity loaded per car varies, but car-lot receipts have been converted 
to bushels by using a factor of 1,800 bushels to a car. 
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Table 11. — TT^eoi; Beceipis inspected, all inspection points, ly classes, and grades, 

im-S8 to 1981-SS 


Class and year beginning 
July 



No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 Sample 


Hard red spring: 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 82. 

Durum: 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 81. 

1931- 32. 

Hard red winter: 

1927-28. 

1938-29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

Soft red winter: 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31,. 

1931- 32. 

White: 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

Mixed: 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

Total: 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1920-30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 


UOOObush. 

106.285 

110,602 

76,072 

76,942 

18,216 


1,000bush. 1,000bush. UOOObush. UOOObush. 1,000bush. UOOObush. 
66,839 41,268 18,763 6,200 11,939 241,294 

36,986 22^562 8,462 4,635 40,812 224,049 

24,489 13,376 2,759 980 5,602 123,278 

25,971 27,161 9,455 2,547 932 143,008 

9,199 9,129 2,740 1,382 528 41,194 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of licensed inspectors through district offices 
of Federal grain inspection. See 1927 Yearbook, p. 752, for data for earlier years. The quantity loaded per 
car varies, but car-lot receipts have been converted to bushels by using a factor of 1,300 bushels to a car. 


Table 12. — Wheat: Comrnerdal stocks, 1926-27 to 1932SS 
DOMESTIC WHEAT IN UNITED STATES * 



1 Indudes wheat in store in public and private elevators in 42 important markets and also the wheat 
afloat in vessels or barges in the harbors of l^e and seaboard ports. Wheat in transit either by rail or 
water, mill stocks, or small private stocks of wheat intended only for local purposes, not included. 

163060®-33-^27 
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T awt.to 12* — Wheat: Commercial stockSf 1926—27 to 1932-33 — Continued 

UNITED STATES WHEAT IN CANADA 



3,410 3.784 
3.789 7.54S 


14,600 9,632 6,660 10,724 16,749 
28,703 19,260 11.S48 6,697 11^549 
38.327 32,861 23,864 28,772 26,638 
36,617 31,516 26,286 17,587 H372 
26,964 18,086 13,990 2,766 6,926 
21,905 14,689 11,426 4,619 7,203 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from we^y reports to the grain, hay, and feed market 
news service. Data are for stocks on the Saturday nearest the 1st day of the month. 


3 Includes wheat stored at lake and seaboard ports, erdusive of wheat in transit on lakes and ftariftift. 


Table 13.— Wheat: Production, 1929-30 to 1932-33, and exports by classes, 192S-2A 

to 1931-32 

ESTIMATED PBODXTCTION 


Yearbegiimlng July Durum White* Mtod* Total 

1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 


bushels bushels brmels bushels bushels bwihels bushels bushels bushels 

1929^. 144,678 66,307 362,363 166,760 83,476 812,673 

1930-31. 160,664 69,191 373,984 176,246 88,463 867,427 

1031-32. 70,290 21,266 491,629 249,602 67,633 900,219 

1932-83. 187,662 40,813 264,933 147,742 86,781 726,831 


mSPEOTIONS POE EXPORT AND OTHER EXPORTS OP DOMESTIC WHEAT AND 

PLOUR8 



Bureau of Aj^eultural Economics. Estimated production by classes based on questionnaire surveys 
of local authorities; supplemented by Judgment of cereal specialists. Inspections of United States wh^t 
for export data furnished monthly by Federal grain supen^on officers at the eroort markets. Insjwo* 
tions are made at the ports of export. Export ^ures from reports of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commeioe. 


1 White wheat in the Padflc Northwest region consists of both spring and winter wheat; no attempt 
has been made to classify this wheat as other than white wheat, part of which is spring and part winter. 

s Mixed wheats exported from Atlantic coast ports are estimated as approximately 70 per cent durum 
and the remainder as hard red spring; that exports from Gulf ports as approximatdy half and half hard 
and soft winter; and that exported ncm Facinc coast ports as approximately 90 per cent white and the 
remainder as hard and soft zed winter wheats. 

* Designations by classes inclade all inspections for export. Plonr as wheat is as reported by onstoms 
offices. ** Other wheat” comprises total domestio exports as r^orted by customs offices minus “inspec¬ 
tions for export” and consists prindpally of exports through Canada from customs districts of Bumalo, 
Chicago, Duluth-Superior, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 
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Table 14 .—Wheat and wheat including flour: Exports from the United States, hv 
months, 1922-28 to 1981-82 

WHEAT, GRAIN 


Year 

begin¬ 

ning 

July 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 



Apr. 

May 

June 

Total 

1922- 23- 

1923- 24- 

1924- 25- 

1925- 26- 

1926- 27- 

1927- 28- 

1928- 29- 

1929- 80- 

1930- 31- 

1931- 321 

uooo 

bushels 

14,979 

8,843 

4,048 

5,295 

16,091 

8,397 

4,153 

8,691 

11,934 

12,731 

1,000 

bushels 

33,703 

14,198 

16,835 

7,901 

29,075 

23,418 

10,374 

12,094 

18,646 

8,911 

1,000 
bushels 
25,987 
15,408 
32.662 
9,391 
23,700 
33,776 
17,979 
13.104 
12,716 
8,397 

1,000 

bushels 

18,282 

9,239 

45,128 

4,354 

17,589 

29,236 

22,058 

8,767 

6,105 

11,873 

1,000 
bushels 
10,577 
4,148 
27,831 
4,696 
14,340 
20,731 
10,562 
9,977 
3,266 
9,519 

1,000 

bushels 

9,676 

4,950 

17,791 

3,695 

9,622 

6,917 

7,641 

7,149 

2,713 

7,896 

1,000 

bushels 

7,297 

4,421 

8,484 

2,412 

8,078 

5,956 

3,399 

8,245 

1,290 

4,072 

1,000 

bushels 

5,991 

3,095 

7,387 

1,700 

4,889 

2,276 

3,214 

5,185 

137 

4,630 

1,000 

bushels 

4,291 

2,958 

9,960 

3,770 

6,084 

2,740 

3,487 

2,414 

1,397 

6,749 

1,000 

bushels 

4,943 

3,747 

8,424 

2,533 

11,363 

2,723 

8,942 

3,050 

3,531 

0,851 

1,000 
bushels 
9,973 
2,811 
9,870 
9,368 
8,960 
4,823 
11,741 
5,433 
6,494 
7,284 

1,000 

bushels 

9,252 

4,975 

7,070 

8,074 

7,459 

5,006 

4,564 

8,066 

8,136 

6,088 

1,000 
bushels 
154,951 
7S793 
195,490 
63,189 
166,250 
145,999 
103,114 
92,176 
76,365 
96,521 

WHEAT, INCLUDING FLOUR 

1922- 23- 

1923- 24- 

1924- 25- 

1925- 26- 

1926- 27- 

1927- 28- 

1928- 29- 

1929- 30- 
1939-31- 
1931-321 

1 

39,198 

20,183 

21,295 

12,007 

35,479 

28,361 

14,754 

17,338 

24,413 

11,919 

32,099 
22,779 
39.537 
13,152 
31,031 
39,792 
22,772 
18,568 
19,352 
11,729 

25,379 

19,071 

33,834 

9,113 

24,098 

36,347 

28,567 

14,922 

12,355 

15,563 

|l 

1 

12,751 
12,486 
13,126 
5,687 
12,821 
11,809 
9,833 
14,073 
6,731 
8,134 

12,473 

10,326 

11,784 

4,742 

8,997 

6,725 

8,948 

9,535 

3,717 

7,996 

11,011 

9,659 

16,480 

7,039 

9,183 

7,492 

9,000 

7,321 

4,767 

8,654 

10,428 

8,624 

12,912 

6,462 

16,138 

7,410 

9,161 

7,438 

7,107 

11,882 

1 

13,042 

ia491 

10,922 

11,210 

11,616 

8,230 

0,003 

12,475 

11,856 

8,086 

224,000 

159,880 

260,803 

108,035 

219,160 

206,250 

163,687 

163,245 

131,476 

136,797 


Bureau of Agriculture Economics. Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the 
United States. The following factor has been used for converting flour into terms of wheat: 1 barrel of 
flour-cthe product of 4.7 hush^ of grain. 


1 Preliminary. 


Table 15.— Wheat, all: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers, 
United States, 1928-24 to 1982-83 


Crop year 

July 

15 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

15 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

16 

Dec. 

16 

Jan. 

15 

Feb. 

16 

Mar. 

16 

Apr. 

15 

May 

16 

June 

15 

Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 


as. 

Os. 

as. 

Os. 

Os. 

Os. 

Os. 

Os. 

as. 

Os. 

Os. 

Os. 

Os. 

1923-24. 

89.6 

86.4 

91.0 

942 

93.7 

94 5 

9a7 

KID 

98.8 

95.8 

96.8 

98.5 

92.4 

1924-26. 


116.8 

1142 

129.7 

133.6 

141.1 

162.1 

169.8 

164.0 

mum 

149.1 

152.7 

127.8 

1926-26. 


16a 4 

1444 

136.4 

148.8 

163.7 

158.1 

155.5 

146.0 

142.2 

142.1 

138.91 

145.9 

1926-27. 

127.7 

126.1 

117.7 

121.4 

123.6 

122.8 

122.2 

122.8 


117.2 

123.2 


123.8 

1927-28. 

127.3 

123.5 

119.2 

113.7 

111.41 

113.9 

116.2 

iia2 

121.6 

129.2 

144.3 


ms 

1928-29. 

118.1 

95.2 

644 

98.7 

97.1 

9a2 

98.5 

mum 


99.8 

KJli 

86.8 

100.1 

1929-30. 


110.7 

112.1 

111.6 



107.6 


91.9 

93.4 

87.6 

87.9 

106.1 

1930-31. 

70.6 

74.0 

MMi 

65.6 


61.3 

59.1 

58.7 

58.3 

59.2 

59.9 

51.9 

66.1 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

36.3 

35.6 

35.4 

38.5 

1 

35.7 

37.4 

3ai 

346 

sas 

32.8 

441 

31.6 

441 

440 

442 

43.1 

42.4 

37.3 

38.5 











Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
by States, weighted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weight¬ 
ing monthly [iioes by monthly marketings. Mean of prices reported on Ist of month and 1st of succeed^ 
month, July, 1922-Dec8mb6r, 1923. 
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Table 16 .—Wheaty including flour: Supply, distribution, and disappearance in 
continental United States, 1919-20 to 1982-38 


Crop year be¬ 
ginning July 


1,000 

bushels 

1919- 20. 18,766 

1920- 21. 48,677 

1921- 22. 67,063 

1922- 23. 32,519 

1923- 24. 35,239 

1924- 25. 29,349 

1925- 26. 28,638 

1926- 27. 20,570 

1927- 28. 26,717 

1928- 29. 23,431 

1929- 30. 46,829 

1930- 81. 47,417 

1931- 32. 31,865 

1932- 88. 71,925 




Exports and shipments 


Be-ex- 
ports 
and 
ship¬ 
ments 

Eiparts 

22?“ eta's; 



Seed 

! 

Disap- 

pearanoe 

require¬ 

for food. 

ments > 

feed, 
and loss 

i 


Per capita dis¬ 
appearance 



lyOOO 

bushels 

1919- 30. 122; 431 

1920- 21. 293,268 

1921- 22. 208,321 

1922- 23. 164,961 

1923- 24. 78,793 

1924- 26. 196,490 

1925- 26. 63,189 

1926- 27. 166,250 

1927- 28. 146,999 

1928- 29. 103,114 

1929- 30. 92,176 

. 76,216 

1931-32. 96,621 


TkWr 

sands Bushels Bushels 
105,711 6.48 4.68 

107,376 4.27 . 

109,040 4.36 4.17 

110.706 4.80 . 

112;370 4.89 4.26 

114,035 4.32 4.29 

116^700 4.40 4.31 

117,364 4.44 4.33 

119,029 4.89 4.26 

120,694 4.74 4.29 

122,359 4.43 4.13 

123,630 5.23 . 

124,611 6.21 . 


Bureau of Agricultoral Economics. 

• ^ returns to the bureau from crop reporters. 

3 191^^ to 1926-27; Bureau of Agricultural Economics, 1927-28 to end of table, 

ling Oexisus, raised to represent all merchant mills. Stocks stored for others included, begin- 

*^m bhlcago I>afly Trade Bulletin. 

J Keports of Pmeign and Domestic Commerce of the United States. 

»IS reportera. 

s Bureau of the Census. 
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Tabi® 17.— Wheat, including fiour, in terms of grain: International trade, average 
19S5-Se to 1929-30, annual 1928-29 to 1931-32 


Year beginning July 



Average, 









Country 

192&-26to 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-321 


1929-30 










Exports 


Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 




PRINCIPAL EXPORT- 











ISO COUNTRIES 

uooo 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

mwom 

WELiUM 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

Canada_ 

307,640 

796 

422,732 

1,331 

184,213 

1,392 

267,366 

243 

190,563 

m 

United States. 

170,077 

15,815 

163,687 

21,442 

153,215 

12,956 

131,476 

19,059 

135,797 

12,886 


159,377 

2 10 

227,059 




120,638 


144,920 



83; 288 

3 

107,785 

4 

6i;776 

3 

1431296 

2 

155 ; 593 


Hungary- 

23,539 

8 

23,668 

1 

31,416 

3 

is; 425 

3 

18,064 

i 

Russia—. 

320,319 

0 

124 

0 

7,380 

0 

111,780 

25^ 

71,830 

2.093 


10,822 

5 

7,919 

27 

23,593 

3 

5.332 

8 

15,369 


British Ladla.....— 

10,080 


6,716 

27,549 

6,798 

8,646 

■Eira 

10,618 

2 ; 913 

1,201 

Rumania--- 

6,528 

79 

*1,582 

*0 


*66 

16,072 

15 

<37,518 

*11 


5,162 

3 2,104 

5,904 

2,080 

5,858 

1,037 

la 125 

986 

7,030 


Tunis--- 

3,518 

669 

5,431 

286 

6,120 

164 

6,286 

909 

8»365 

678 


1,869 

3 1,804 

760 


96 

1,804 

5,011 

0 

11,795 


ChifeT.. 

925 

456 

757 

116 

1,063 

51 

1 ; 193 

10 

' 47 

4 

Total. 

803,124 

30,385 

973,114 

52,835 

644,882 

26,128 

847,225 

32,106 

808,813 

17,106 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT- 











ING COUNTRIES 











United Klngdom..- 

mfmm 

215,666 

11,158 

216,138 


212,698 



12,294 

257,405 

Germany.-. 

11,627 

85,668 

17,664 

86.182 


67,958 

825 


12,320 

34,290 

Italy.. 


76,212 

2,184 


3,273 


2,652 

86,231 

4,906 

38,372 

I^anoe. 


46.674 

116 


18,055 

38,471 

22,145 

66,929 

11,095 

93.311 

Belgium. 

2,452 

43,482 

I 2,542 


1,953 

44,543 

3,102 

48,261 

6,783 

54,817 

Brazil.... 

0 

32,839 

0 


0 

33,889 

0 


0 

31,505 

Netherlands. 

m 



29,518 

856 

30,092 

1,428 

36,830 

366 

31,431 

China®. 

1,862 

23,486 

4,265 

20,328 

1,865 

49,123 

69 


93 

66.675 

Japan. 

5,989 

23,158 

10,768 


5,403 

19,156 

7,963 

23,343 

7,692 

29,977 

Greece. 

0 


0 


0 

21,521 

0 


0 

23,940 

Czechoslovakia. 

418 


56 

17,248 

1,694 

13,980 

4,007 

Kj j n 1 

3,365 

23,860 

Irish Free State 

8 74 

18,602 

110 

17,853 


17,915 




19,902 

Switzerland. 

0 

i6;461 

0 

15,496 

1 

16,916 

4 

18,393 

27 

21,129 

Austria. 

116 

16,276 

59 


132 

18,530 

267 


114 

14,200 

Egypt. 

162 

10,448 

181 

12,906 


11,202 

24 

9,699 

4 

7,672 

Denmark. 

524 


no 

17,149 

310 

8,080 



48 

17,392 

Sweden. 

2,004 


3,076 

10,553 

2,147 

9,309 

76 


14 

6,606 

Norway 




8,538 


7,130 


EpQ 


8,793 

Union of South Af¬ 






rica. 


6,317 

261 

8,148 

326 

6,036 

173 


291 

2,096 

Cuba 

0 

3 5,685 

0 

5,531 


5,498 

0 


0 


Finlandl. 

0 

A390 

0 

6;095 

m 

5,623 


4,878 

0 

4,197 

Spain. 

526 

6,189 

366 

17,244 

188 

4,959 

169 

13 

55 

2,539 

Poland. 

1,407 


106 

3,865 


603 

4286 

286 

3,761 

585 

Syria and Lebanon * 

3 14 

2,710 

7 

5,858 

22 

1,304 


458 

1,050 

1,369 

Latvia®. 

17 

2,027 

0 

2,861 

86 

2,524 

176 

1,966 

0 


New Zealand. 

45 

1,658 

4 

792 

217 

719 

1 

752 

1 

701 

Indo-China * . 

0 

1,177 

0 



1,202 


981 

0 

891 

Estonia. 

0 

1,062 

0 

1,176 

0 

1,218 

■u 

880 

0 

520 

Total. 

45,886 

739,672 

53,742 

791,316 

55,424 

096,797 

57,831 

72^040 

65^038 

793,455 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics^ official sources except where otherwise noted. 

1 PreUmlnary. 
s 3-year average, 

3 4-y6ar average. 

3 Monthly Crop Beport and Agricultond Statistics. 
i One year only. 

6 Calendar year 
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Table 18.— Wheat: Weighted average price ^ per bushel of reported cash sales at 
Minneapolis^ St. Louis, Kansas City, and 6 markets combined, 19^3-^ to 
1932-33 


Grade, market, 
and crop year 


July 


Jso. 1 Northern 
spring, Minne¬ 
apolis: 

1923- 24. 

1924- 25. 

1925- 26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

No. 2 Red Winter, 

St. Louis: 

1923-24. 

1924r25. 

1925- 26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

No. 2 Amber Du¬ 
rum, Minneap¬ 
olis: 

1923- 21. 

1924- 25. 

1925- 26. 

1928-27.... 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1920-30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

No. 2 Hard Win¬ 
ter Kansas 
City: 

1923- 34. 

1924- 25. 

1926- 26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 83. 

6 markets, all 
classes and 
grades: ^ 

1923- 24. 

1924- 25. 

1925- 26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Minneapolis DaQy Market Record, St. Louis Dally 
Market Reporter and Kansas City Grain Market Review. 

1 Average of daily prices wetted by car-lot sales. 

2 Compiled from d^y trade papers of markets named. The markets are Chicago, Minneapolis, KfvnsM 
City, St. Louis, Omaha, and Duluth. The prices in this section of the table are comparable with pric^ 
paid to mducers, in that the latter are averages of the several prices reported which cover all classes and 
grades sold by producers. 
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Table 19. — Wheat: Average price per bushel of specified grades at markets Tiamed, 

1890-91 to 1931-32 


Crop year, beginning July— 

No.l 
Northern 
Spring 
at Min¬ 
neapo¬ 
lis! 

No. 2 
Amber 
Durum 
at Min¬ 
neapolis 

No. 2 
Hard 
Winter 
at Chi¬ 
cago a 

No. 2 
Hard 
Winter 
at Kan¬ 
sas City 

No. 2 
Red 
Winter 
at St. 
Louis 

No. 2 
Hard 
Winter 
at New 
Yorks 

Im-- 
ported 
red at 
Liver¬ 
pool* 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


96 


97 



113 



86 


89 



103 

115 

tHitiBBiiiiB iiiBi 

67 


73 



83 

86 

iiiBii 

69 


60 



70 

75 


60 


67 



69 

68 

1 Bp 11 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 III Hi 1 

58 


61 



70 

78 

y^iBiiiiiiiiii mg 1 

69 


70 



79 

SS 

. .. 

98 


91 



107 

116 

. .. 

70 


71 



80 

86 


67 


68 

65 

72 

78 

86 


75 


72 

67 

74 

84 

87 


72 


71 

68 

72 

82 

87 


74 


73 

68 

71 

85 



89 

69 

81 

TL\ 

87 

98 

90 

’I'rS'f-lS IllSi !!!&! 

113 

92 

101 

97 

103 

120 

S95 

BB S 

84 

70 

86 

80 

90 

96 

«98 

B B B BB 

83 

64 

76 

72 

76 

92 

93 

lijfci!: 1 pm 11 11!! ! mi 


86 

96 

93 

94 

116 

no 

KiiSii; 1 HB 11 1 B !!!BBP 

111 

95 


99 i 

104 

122 

120 

£1*51 n 1 BH 1 ! B B 111 P(PH 

109 

90 



113 

120 

120 



87 


98 

99 

104 

107 

1911-12. 


98 

94 


94 

no 

112 

1912-13. 

87 

85 

94 

88 

105 

103 

114 

1913-14. 

88 

8.3 

SO 

84 

89 

99 

106 

1914-15. 

120 

122 

111 

105 

no 

136 

157 

1915-16. 

109 

104 

114 

119 

120 

128 

175 

1916-17. 

176 

180 

157 

71 

163 

208 

224 

1917-18. 

220 

218 

228 

253 

223 

210 

235 

1918-19. 

226 

222 

234 

219 

223 

237 

240 


272 

249 

227 

212 

230 

25'i 

215 

1 PPRHPHHIM11M11VHH 

207 

200 

216 

183 

213 

210 

223 

vlfr?-1 HPPHHH 111111 n phh 

143 

119 

12S 

120 

127 

135 

151 

i 1 HpHHPH 11111111 PHH 


107 

113 

118 

121 

131 

144 


117 




107 

121 

?127 


166 

166 

189 

135 

159 

170 

181 

1925-26. 

161 

144 

161 


169 

180 

176 

1926-27. 

146 

156 

140 

135 

138 

156 

163 

1 WWWWWWWWWWWWW 

136 

132 

138 

135 

149 

153 

152 

j llllBlBtPHBBBBBBtPBBt 

118 

113 

117 

112 

139 

131 

128 


133 

119 


1^ 

130 

126 

129 


83 

78 

84 

76 

83 

«92 

80 


68 

76 

63 

47 

52 

68 

59 


Bureau of Agriculture^ Economics The prices at Ohicago, Minneapolis, Kansas Oity, and St Louis 
are weighted averages beginning 1599-1900. New York and Liverpool are simple averages throughout. 
The weighted average prices are compiled from daily trade papers of markets named. 

> Simple average of the monthly high and low, 1890-91 to 1898-99. 

> 1890-91 to 1898-99, simple averages of daily high and low for No. 1 Northern Spring. Average price 
No. 1 Northern Spring for 1899-1900 was 70 cents per busheL 

31890-91 to 1908-09, averues of monthly high and low, from Annual Statistioal Bepoit, New York 
Produce Exchange, of No. 1 Northern Spring; 1909-10 to 1981-33, averages of daily caSi closing prices, 
from New York Journal of Oommerce. 

* Compiled from Broomhall’s Yearbooks and Com Trade News. 1890-01 to 1925-26, imported red; 
1928-27 to 1931-32, average of all parcels at Liverpool. 

* Average for 6 months. ^ Av«:^e for 10 months. > Average for II months. 


T.^ble 20. — Wheat, No. $ Manitoba Northern: Average cash price per bushel at 
Winnipeg, in terms of United States money, 1928-24 to 1932-38 ^ 


Crop year 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

Aver¬ 

age 


Cents 

99 

CSsnte 

103 

ants 

96 

Cents 

89 

Cents 

87 

dents 

83 

Cents 

86 

Cents 

90 

cents 

88 

Cents 

89 

Cents 

92 

cents 

105 

Cents 

92 

ijHHPWHPHPM 

126 

134 

136 

150 

163 

161 

184 

187 

167 

149 

174 

162 

157 

ip^^g^iiHHPPIPPPHH 

153 

160 

132 

■Til 

136 

149 

146 

144 

138 

146 

144 

144 

143 

gf^Ty^yj^PHHHHHHH 

149 

138 

133 

136 

181 

128 

123 

127 

130 

133 

146 

149 

135 

i^^^S^HHHHPHHHl 

153 

145 

131 

127 

124 

124 

123 

124 

131 

141 

142 

130 

133 

1928-29_ 

120 

108 

106 

111 

111 

mm 

112 

120 

119 

116 

107 

112 

113 


152 

152 

144 

134 

126 


123 

no 

100 

103 

104 

98 

123 


90 

88 

74 

68 

60 

48 

47 

53 

50 

54 

53 

53 

62 

HHBBBHB 

49 

46 

43 

45 

52 

43 

44 

48 

49 

50 

49 

43 

47 

1 HHhHBw 

43 

46 

43 

41 

38 

32 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled as follows: July, 1921-July, 1928, Reports on the Grain 
Trade of Canada; August, 1928, to latest date shown, Minneapolis Daily Market Record. Conversions 
at current rate of exchange July, l^l-March, 1935, and September, 1931, to end of table; par rate used 
April, 1925-Angust, 1931. Rates are monthly averages as reported by the Federal Reserve Board. 

1 Average of daily cash closing prices, basis, in store at Fort William and Port Arthur. 






































































































































































Crop year 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec 

Jan. 

Peb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

Aver¬ 

age 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Ce7if8 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923-24. 

123 

120 

119 

121 

119 

117 

mm 

124 

J20 

120 

121 

125 

121 

1924-25. 

141 

153 

155 

174 

176 

183 


205 

192 

170 

184 

181 

176 

1925-26. 

169 

173 

160 

149 


185 

181 

176 

161 

171 

173 

169 

169 

1926-27. 

167 

1G2 

■021 

171 

in 

163 

160 

167 

155 

156 

166 

Ha 

163 

1927-28. 

161 

mm 

151 

149 

147 

148 

149 

146 

151 

159 

156 

147 

152 

1928-29. 

141 

126 

126 

129 

129 

126 

131 

135 

131 

125 

116 

117 

128 

1929-30. 

141 

142 

137 

136 

125 

141 

140 

124 

119 

120 

114 

no 

129 

1930-31. 

106 

105 

92 

86 

81 

74 

G8 

70 

67 

71 

72 

67 

80 

1931-32. 

62 

53 

53 

59 

64 

67 

55 

60 

63 

64 

HI 

55 

59 


54 

57 

59 

55 

52 

40 























Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Parcels are less than cargo lots. Prices are per bushd of 60 pounds. 
Compiled from Broomh^’s Com Trade News. These are simple averages of dally sales prices of parcels at 
Liverpool. Conversions at par from January, 1928, to August, 1931, Inclusive. Prior to January, 1926, and 
beginning with September W31, conversions were made at monthly average of current rates of exchange as 
given in Federal Reserve Bulletins. 


Table 22. — Flour^ spring wheat, family patents: Average wholesale price per larrd,^ 
Minneapolis, 1923-^4 to 19S2-SS 


Crop year 

July 

Aug. 

Sept 

Oct, 

Nov. 

Dec. 


Peb. 


Apr. 

May 

June 



Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 


Dolls. 


Dolls. 

Dolts. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 


6.21 

6,37 

6.45 

6.43 

6.21 

Esni 

eeh 

6.61 

6.49 

6.56 

6.83 

7.12 

0.49 


7.72 

7.69 

7.52 

8.19 

8.22 

9.03 


10.02 

9.34 

8.54 

9.12 

Esni 

8.67 


8.78 

ESI] 

8.52 

8.52 

8.81 

9.62 

9.85 

9.46 

9.19 

E^ 

9.00 

9.32 

0.10 

1926-27. 

9.27 

8.50 

7.87 

8.08 

7.85 

ESZl 

7.96 

7.86 

7.74 

7.76 

8.23 

8.39 

&12 

i[ j f j 


7.98 

7.52 

7.43 

7.38 

7.37 

7.48 

7.47 

7.88 

8.48 

8.68 

8.12 

7.84 


7.63 

6.94 

6.87 

6.76 

6.68 

6.68 

Mtlil 

7.40 

7.23 

ES3 

6.60 

6.68 

6.96 

1929-30. 

8.38 

7.96 

7.79 

7.38 

7.29 

7.54 

7.20 

6.91 

6.71 

6.67 

6.43 

6.31 

7.22 

i[ ' [i* mWEWWWiWW 



5.54 

5.42 

6,24 1 

5.34 

6.37 

5.22 


4.94 

5.17 

ESHl 

5.36 

1981-32. 






4.76 

4.50 

4.42 

4.31 

ESEl 

4.71 

4.38 

4.56 

lflS9-S3 

4.24 





4.07 




. 





■■1 




HjH 










Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from the Minneapolis Daily Marhet Record. Prices 
1900-10 to 1922-23 appear in 1930 Yearbook, Table 25. 

1 Packed in 93-pound cotton sacks, and sold in carload lots. 


Table 23. — Bread: Average refatZ wice per pound {baked weight) in leading cities 
of the United States, 1923-34 to 1932-33 


Year 


Aug. 

15 

Sept 

15 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Jan. 

15 

Peb. 

16 

Mar. 

16 

Apr. 

16 


June 

16 

Ave^ 

age 

1 . 1 I 1 1 ■ I I 

1 ■ 1 1 1 • 1 ■ • 

1 1 • ■ ■ , 1 1 • 

1 * 1 1 1 • 1 I • 

■ 1 1 1 I 1 ■ i ■ 

1 t 1 1 1 1 1 ■ • 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 • 

■ t 1 I 1 I > ■ ■ 

1 1 1 1 1 I 1 > 1 

1 1 1 i 1 t 1 • 1 

1 1 1 • 1 1 • t • 

1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 I 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 > • 

Cenfe 

as 

a7 

0.4 

9.4 

as 

9.2 

9.0 

as 

7.6 

as 

Cents 

a7 

as 

a4 

9.4 
9.8 
9.2 
9.0 

ar ; 

7.4 

as 

Cents 

a7 

as 

9.4 

9.4 

0.3 

9.1 

9.0 

a? 

7.3 

a? 

Cents 

8.7 

as 

9.4 

0.4 

9.3 

9.1 

ao 

ae 

7.8 
a7 


Cents 

a? 

ao 

9.4 

9.4 

9.2 
9.0 

ao 

as 

7.2 

ae 


Cents 

8.7 

0.5 

9.4 

9.4 

9.2 

9.0 

as 

ao 

7.0 

Cents 

a? 

0.4 

9.4 

9.4 

9.1 

9.0 

as 

7.9 

7.0 

Cents 

8.7 
0.4 
0.4 
9.4 
9.1 
9.0 

as 

7.7 
a9 

Cents 

8.7 
9.4 
9.4 
9.4 
9.1 
9.0 

as 

7.7 
6.9 

Cents 

a? 

0.4 

9.4 

9.3 

9.2 

9.0 

8.8 

7.6 

ao 

Cents 

a7 

9.1 
0.4 
9.4 

9.2 

9.1 

ao 

a2 

7.2 










Bureau of Agrlcultaral Economics. Compiled from Bureau of Labor Statistics retail prices, monthly. 
Data for 1913-14 to 1922-23 are available in the 1930 Yearbook, p. 615, Table 26. 
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Table 24.—Bran, standard: Average price per fon, Minneapolis, 192$-2A to 

1982-83 1 


Crop 

year 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dee. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

-1 

June 

Aver¬ 

age 


DoUa, 

Dolts. 

Dolls. 

Dolls, 

Dolls. 

DoUa. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

1923-24.. 

19.84 

23.62 

27.79 

28.07 

25.65 

24.77 

24.98 

23.66 

22.00 

2a 84 

17.66 

19.12 

23.17 

1924-25.. 

22.77 

23.43 


24.66 

25 62 


30.14 

24.49 

23.45 

23.46 

2a S4 

26.34 

25.34 

1925-26.- 

23.58 



22.83 

25.73 

26.34 

26.17 

23.68 

22.24 

25.05 

23.30 

21.31 

23.96 

1926-27-. 

22.02 

21.69 

21.64 

21.33 

23.14 

26.02 

26.48 

27.64 

26.96 

27.31 

2S.43 

26.51 

24.93 

1927-28.. 

25.13 

26.85 

25.88 

25.96 

28.41 


30.66 

32.47 

35.68 

34.28 

35.03 

20.68 

30.01 

1928-29.. 

27.29 

24.12 

25.49 

28.09 


31.69 

30.54 

28.64 

26.88 

22.93 

22.38 

22.56 

26.79 

1929-30.. 

26.17 

26.44. 

29.19 

28.21 


27.66 

^.58 

24.45 

23.17 

27.43 

25.06 

21.25 

26.13 

1930-31.. 

19.33 

24.17 

21.43 

19.91 

17.97 

16.57 

15.61 

14.66 

17.87 

19.02 

14.15 

11.3S 

17.67 

1931-32.. 

10.30 

10.55 

10.02 

9.93 

14.17 

13.04 

12.99 

11.65 

13.35 

13.63 

10.74 

9.45 

11.65 

1 

1932-33.. 

8.56 

8.58 

8.44 

7.93 

8.33 

S.15 


1 . 


1 . 

1 . 


Bureau of AgricnltursJ Economics. Compiled from the Minneapolis Daily Alarket Becord. Prices are 
simple averages of dally quotations. 


Table 25. — Middlings, standard: Average price per ton, Minneapolis, 1928-24 to 

1982-83 1 


Crop 

year 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

Aver¬ 

age 


Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 


1923-24-- 

24.83 

25.89 

27.85 

27.78 

25.13 

23.80 

25.43 

23 95 

21.65 

20.96 


19.92 


1924r25-. 

24.46 


25.27 

26.64 

27.99 

31.44 

1^1 



24.28 


29. CS 

27.28 

1925-26-- 

25 53 

26.95 

26.37 

24.19 

26.31 

25.28 


23.71 


24.20 



24.60 

l926-27,- 

22.96 


22.67 

22,31 

24.16 

27.38 

Z7.35 

28.61 

28.46 

27.79 

29.13 

29.10 


1927-28-- 

31.42 

34.46 

29.22 

26.88 

28.72 



32.71 

35.85 

34.33 

37.14 

35.30 

32.21 

1928-29.- 

32.18 

24.31 

27.44 

28.61 


31.21 



2a 28 

22.76 

21.98 

22.64 

27.27 

H j * [iJB 

28.42 

29.25 

32.06 

32.08 

28.76 


26.46 

2411 

22.71 

26.74 

25.21 





25.10 

22.17 

19.55 

17.49 


14.85 

13.52 




11.95 

17.68 

sg 

m 







g| 




9.13 

. 

11.61 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Complied from the Minneapolis DaOy Alarket Becord. Prices are 
simple averages of daily quotations. 

1 Quoted as follows: Prior to Sept. 3,1921, quoted as cor lots per ton, in 100-pound sacks”; Sept. 3,1921> 
May 31,1930, no container nor lots de^gnated; June 2-Oct. 31,1930, “based on car lots per ton”; beginning 
Nov. 1,1930, “car lots. f. o. b. Minneapolis, prompt shipment.” 


Table 26. — Wheat: Volume of trading infvJtures in all contract markets, by months, 

1924-25 to 1982-33 


Month 


July. 

August. 

September- 

October.-.. 

November.. 

December.. 

January.—. 

Pebruary... 

March. 

April. 

hfay. 

June_ 

TotaL. 


1924-25 

1935-26 

1926-27 

1927-28 

1928-20 




1932-33 

MiUion 

MUlion 

MUtion 

Milliffn 

Million 

MUlion 


AriUim 

MiUion 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

1,333 

1,480 

1,438 

1,018 

996 

2,889 

1,806 

677 

592 

1,300 

1,661 

1,226 

1,144 

1,133 

2,265 

1,631 

647 

1,214 

1,068 

1,476 

L156 

923 

818 

HSIl 

1,216 

619 

831 

1*696 

1,673 


918 

916 

1,738 

1,160 

925 

714 

1,340 

1,500 

1,227 

838 



1,094 

1,479 

725 

1,528 

2^349 

972 

543 

617 

1,608 

529 

864 

488 

1,908 

1,456 

704 

384 


1,334 

347 

654 

_ 

1,781 

1,284 

581 

508 

892 

1,484 

369 

770 


2,273 

1,864 


923 



433 

859 


1,482 

1,508 

1,307 

1,222 

846 

1,590 

1,471 

1,361 

1,253 


706 

1,127 

787 


1,260 

685 


1,769 

1,204 

1,164 

^1 

1,391 

1,377 

737 

840 


1^,876 

18,345 

1^584 

11,201 

12,195 

19,607 

10^063 

10,147 



Groin Futures Administration. 
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Table 27.— Wheat: Volume of trading m futures at contract markets, by markets and 
by crop years for period 1927-28 to 19S1-S2, and tnonlhly for period July 1, 
1931-December SI, 1932 


Duluth Seattle Omaha 



iVilUlo72Uli?//i(m MUUcnv^dxUion ISdJllicm ^JRUlon Million MlUion Milllxm Million 
bmhelsibushels btbshelslbushels bushels busheU bushels bushels bushels bushels 



Qiain Futures Administration. 

1 Trading on Omaha Grain Exchange started June 16,1930. 
a Less than 100,000 bushels. 

8 Trading on Hutchinson Board of Trade Association began May 18,1932. 

Table 28.— Wheat: Amount of open commitments in the various futures on the 
Chicago Board of Trade, seimmonMy, June 30, 1931-Decemher 31, 1932 


Period ended— 


July Se|rto- D^m- March May 


Million I Million Million MUlion Million Million 
bushels I bushels bushels bushels bushels bushels 

21 . 

31 . 
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Table 28. — Wheat: Amount of open commitments in the various fiUurea on the 
Chicago Board of Trade, semimonthly, June SO, 19S1-December 31,19S2 —Con. 



Qraln Futures Administration. 

Table 29. — Rye: Acreage, production, value, exports, etc,. United Stcdes, 

1909-1932 




Aver- 

Acre 

age 

agehar- 

yield 

vested 

per 

acre 

1,000 

Bushels 

acres 

of 66 lbs. 

£,196 

2,196 

IS, 4 

16.1 

2; 185 

16.0 

2,127 

15.6 

2,117 

16.8 

2,667 

16.2 

2,641 

16.8 

3,129 

17.3 

3,213 

4,317 

15.2 

14.6 

6,391 

14.2 

7,679 

9.9 

7,129 

10.6 

4,799 

13.0 

4,824 

12.7 

6,767 

15.6 

4,858 

11.1 


14^9 

14.9 

3,717 

10.9 

8,360 

9.8 

3,380 

16.3 

3,282 

11.6 

8, OSS 

11.S 

3,054 

11.4 

3,543 

12.8 

3,060 

10.5 

3,271 

12.2 



Price 

per 

bushel 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Dec. 1 







IfiOO UOOO 1,000 1,000 

dollars Cents Imshels bushels bushels Per c&st 



Bureau of Agrlcultursd Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Orop Beporting Board, 
revised 1919 to 1928. See introductory text; italic figures are census returns. See 1927 Yearbook, page 764, 
for data for efurlie r years. 

1 Prices are fram Minneapolis DaUy Market Becord and are averages of daily prices weighted by car-lot 
sales. 

> Compiled firom Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1909-1917; Foreten Commerce and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreim Commerce of the United States, 
June Issues, 1919-1926; January and June issues, 1927-1932, and offldm records of the Bureau of Foreign 
and Domestic Commerce. Bye—Qeneral imports, 1909; imports for consumption, 1910-1932. Bye flour- 
imports for consumption, 1909-1932. Bye flour converted to rye on the basis that 1 barrel of rye flour is the 
product of 6 bushels of gx^. 

< Total exports (domestic plus foreign) minus total imports. 

< Net imports, 

s Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

< Based on weighted average i»ioe for orop marketing season. 

7 Preliminary. 
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Table 30.— Rye: Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, hy States, 
averages, and annual 1931 and 1933 


State and division 

Acreage harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Weighted 
average price 
per bushel, 
crop 

marketing 

season 


Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

19321 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919- 

1928 

1931 

1932 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

19321 

1931 

1932 


1,000 

RR9 

1,000 

Bush- 

Bush- 

Bush- 



1,000 




acres 

acres 

acres 

els 

els 

els 

bushels 

bushels 

Certs 

Certs 

New York_ 

29 


18 

14.2 

■^1 

15.5 



279 

51 

43 

New Jersey. 

37 

21 

22 

16.4 

■wl 


624 

857 

374 

61 

46 

Pennsylvania.. 

103 

135 

124 

13.6 

15.0 

12.5 

1,392 

2,025 

1,550 

48 

43 

North Atlantic.. 

168 

176 

164 

143 

15.5 

13.4 

2,422 

2,722 


48.8 

43.6 

Ohio. 

42 

74 

44 

12.7 

18.0 

13.0 

556 

1,332 

672 

85 

30 

Indiana.. 

111 

113 

85 

12 2 

14 5 

11.5 

1,341 

873 

1,638 

978 

31 

27 

Blmois__ 

60 

64 

45 

15.2 

15.5 

12.6 

992 

562 

32 

27 

Michigan.. 

185 

158 

158 

13.3 

13.5 

13.5 

2,601 

2,133 

2,133 

33 

27 

Wisconsin. 

250 

175 

236 

12.4 

12.5 

12.0 

3,065 

2,188 

2,832 

39 

31 

Minnesota. 

466 

365 

310 

15.8 

15.0 

Klil 


5,475 



21 

Iowa.-. 

39 

41 

49 

16.0 

15.0 

15.0 

619 

615 

735 

38 

24 

MissourL. 

16 

28 

15 

9.3 

12.0 

7.6 

147 

336 

112 


37 

North Dakota. 

1,333 

770 

1,040 

11.3 

6.0 

11.0 

16,277 

4620 


22 

15 

South Dakota. 

169 

352 

475 

12.8 

7.0 

15.0 

2,049 

2,464 

7,125 

24 

16 

Nebraska.. 

210 

333 

283 

11.2 

9.0 

10.0 

2,448 

2,997 

2,830 

27 

20 

TTftTiRfta_ 

32 

25 

19 

BSI 

12.0 

■aa 

862 

300 

209 

32 

24 

North Central... 

2,912 

2,498 

2,769 

12 8 

10.0 

12.5 

37,314 

25,090 

34488 

20.0 

19.4 

Delaware.... 

4 

7 

7 

13.4 

17.6 

12.5 

54 

122 

88 

62 

42 

Maryland.. 

16 

21 

19 

■111 

KO 

12.0 

226 

378 

228 

48 

42 

VfrplniB._ 

34 


53 


16.3 

10.0 

377 

1,141 


54 

49 

West Virginia. 

12 

16 

15 

■'*11 

16.2 

8.5 

128 

259 

128 

54 

48 

North Carolina. 1 

58 

64 

64 

■30 


8.0 

442 

676 

512 

60 

61 

South Carolina..' 

8 

8 

9 

&i 

9.5 

8.0 

71 

76 

72 

96 

71 

Georgia.. 

17 

13 

14 

6.2 

S.6 

6.3 


110 

88 

99 

69 

South Atlantic.. 

148 

199 

181 

a9 

13.4 

9.1 



1,646 

59.3 

53.3 

Kentucky.. 

16 

211 

13 

11.2 

15.0 

9.0 


360 

117 

46 

43 

Tennessee. 

16 

22 

19 

6.8 

8.0 

6.0 

117 

176 

114 

63 

56 

Oklahoma. 

17 

9 

6 

8.5 

13.0 

10.0 

147 

117 

60 

32 

25 

Texas. I 

4 

3 

3 

10.0 

13.6 

9.0 

41 

40 

27 

27 

26 

South Central... 

63 

58 

41 

m 

11.9 

7.8 

505 

693 

818 

46.9 

42.5 

Montana... 

65 

20 

40 

11.7 

45 

13.0 

888 

90 

520 

21 

15 

Idaho.. 

3 

3 

^ i 

12.6 

10.0 

12.0 

41 

30 

48 

61 

26 

Wyoming. 

45 

26 

24 1 

a2 

6.0 

6.0 

853 

150 

144 

35 

25 

Colorado... 

78 

53 

25 

9.3 

7.0 

6.0 

675 

371 

150 

23 

24 

Dtah. 

4 

3 

8 

9.2 

5.0 

8.0 

32 

15 

24 

63 

44 

Washington. 

19 


9 

11.7 

7.5 

8.0 

238 

75 

72 

62 

40 

Oregon. 

14 

15 

21 

13.1 

8.5 

11.6 

206 

128 

242 

56 

44 

Western. 

228 

129 

*126 

10.4 

6.7 



859 

4200 

33.6 

257 

United States.— 

3,509 

8,060 

8,271 

12.5 

10.5 

12.2 

44,081 


39,855 

33.7 

22.5 


Biueau of Agricoltotal Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 Pieliminary. 
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Table 31.— Rye: World production^ 1894-95 to 193^-83 


425 



North- 

Euro- 

Sine Produo- 

tion, ex- tion, ex- 
eluding eluding Russia^ 
China “ ^^ssia 
China 



Selected countries 


France Poland .9*®®5?- 

^ jTUittuu Slovakia 



MiUion Wlllon 


in Million 
Is bushels 
% 863 


Million 

Million 

bushels 

bushels 

30 

328 

31 

304 

29 

336 

33 

322 

33 

356 

30 

342 

31 

337 

31 

321 

35 

374 

32 

390 

32 

396 

35 

378 

37 

379 

35 

384 

36 

423 

35 

447 

35 

414 

33 

428 

36 

467 

41 

481 

43 

410 

54 

360 

49 

352 

63 

«228 

91 

260 

75 

238 

62 

194 

61 

268 

105 

206 

54 

263 

58 


40 

317 

33 

252 

52 

269 

38 

335 

35 

321 

45 

302 

32 

268 

40 

329 


Bureau of Agrlculturtd Economics. Both acreage and x>roduction figures refer to the year of harvest. 
Harvests of the Northern Hemisphere countries are combined with those of the Southern Hemisphere, 
which immediately follow; thus, for 1932-33 the crop harvested in the Northern Hemisphere countries in 
1932 is combined with the Southern Hemisphere harvest, which begins late in 1932 and ends early in 1933. 

I Includes all Russian territo^ reporting for the years ^own. 

3 Exclusive of the 10 Vistula !novmoes of Russian Poland and the Province of Batum in Transcaucasia. 

3 Exclusive of Russian Poland, Lithuania, parts of Latvia and the Ukraine, and the two Provinces of 
Batum and Elizabetpol in Transcaucasia. 

«Beginning with this year, estimates for the present territory of the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics, 
exduswe of Turkestan, Transcaucasia, and the Par East, which territory in 1924 produced 8,646,000 
bushels. 

^ Beginning with this year post-war boundaries, therefore not comparable with earlier years. 

6 Preliminary. 





























































Tablb 32.— Rye: Acreage^ yield per acre^ and production in specified countries, average 1921-22 to 1926-26, annual 1929-80 to 1932-33 
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Production 

S 

<1 


327 

17,362 

13.660 
20,078 

413 
35,188 
23,780 
6,411 

6,400 

1,488 

329,273 

23,863 

85.660 

32,205 

8,328 

1,378 

10,136 

12,992 

252,398 

20,808 

11,825 

6,606 

1931-32 

S ec o 

TO 

.o 

37,348 

878 
11,744 
8,406 
14,167 
20,482 
330 
20,318 
21,102 
6,070 
6,521 
1,402 
262,977 
18,931 
64,631 
21,672 
7,614 
1,800 
12,072 
13,962 
224,500 
16,282 
5,616 
5,820 

1930-31 

•a 

67,499 

556 
17,182 
10,025 
14,892 
18,629 
4b0 
28,393 
21,513 
4,901 
6,127 
1,467 
302,312 
20.635 
70,373 
28,406 
7,826 
1,837 
12,620 
18,288 
273,923 
25,177 
1A377 
8,884 

1929-30 

1,000 

bushels 

13,100 

34,950 

48,110 

538 
16,209 
10,411 
18,300 
22,162 
416 
36,463 
22,933 
4,686 
6,909 
1,862 
321,045 
20,097 
72,185 
31,423 
8,268 
1,345 
7,337 
13,266 
275,959 
22,030 
9,503 
6,736 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1026-20 

5|ss 

s 

S3 

780 

21,911 

13,162 

16,731 

20,664 

349 

40,645 

27,721 

5,110 

6,100 

1,747 

256,937 

16,086 

52,200 

26,839 

6,001 

1,051 

6,831 

8,371 

206.884 

22,942 

9,535 

*6,246 

Yield per acre 

1 

Bushels 
12.8 
12 2 

12 3 

o»oo !«ooto.-ic^ 100 i-i Ob to eo ko a» i o th .-h ^ oa .-i 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

2 

g 

Bushels 

6.8 

10.6 


040eoooooooooiOSkO»0'»i<eooaTO.-i»oC'»a»i:^oooeo 


Bushels 

1A2 

12.8 

»o 

eo 

eoooe>4<«i«kooo<k«4o»oeo.-iOTOC4cooocoeMoc»oOr-<iooo4 

? 

rH 

Bushels 

13.3 

11.4 

11.9 

a»eOTt<>O.HrHOO.-lOa'^N»Ot-00-0<r-<»Ot^C'»eOOOC<«iS< 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1925-20 

•5-^04 

1 

*o 

ei 

r-l 

a3040-^OQThkO'^kOC>)OOOOTOkOO>CO>OC4iHOa»eQab 

Acreage 

i 

1,000 

acres 

774 

3,271 

A 046 

sgiigsgg isiiiii 

1 C? \ OfrH 

1 rH 1 rH 

1 1 

1 

1,000 

acres 

778 

3,060 

3,838 

15 
611 
332 
446 
549 

16 
1,760 
1,510 

427 

304 

46 

10,789 

934 

2,490 

1,486 

627 

172 

597 

1,006 

14,262 

1,267 

572 

356 

.H 

1,000 

acres 

1,448 

3,643 

4,991 

19 

596 

369 

476 

574 

22 

1,846 

1,561 

408 

302 

50 

11,641 

927 

2,686 

1,611 

610 

158 

657 

968 

14,667 

1,196 

660 

367 

1 

ipss 

*^-1 eo 

4,046 

18 

633 

380 

488 

667 

18 

1,837 

1,619 

394 

308 

56 

11,680 

925 

2,690 

1,623 

687 

128 

536 

773 

14,328 

1,113 

587 

329 


§li§ 

6,191 

ofrt ei^** oTrs •• 

.H ft 

Country 

NOBTBEBK HSMISFHXBB 

North AJtnerica: 

Canada. 

United States. 

Total. 

Enrope: 

Norway. 

Sweden-. 

Denmark. 

Netherlands. 

Bdlginm. 

Luxemburg. 

Prance. 

Spain. 

Portugal. 

Italy-. 

Switzerland. 

Qennany..*. 

Austria. 

Czechoslovakia.. 

Hungary_ 

Yi^oslavla. 

Greece. 

Bulgaria. 

Bumania.:. 

Poland. 

Lithuania. 

Latvia.... 

Estonia. 
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Table 33.— "Bye: Monthly marketings by farmers, as reported by about 3,BOO mills 
and elevators^ United States^ 1922-38 to 1931-32 


Percentage of receipts during the crop year 


Year beginning July— 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

Sea¬ 

son 


Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 


cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

1922-23. 

10.7 

20.5 

14.8 

12.3 

10.2 

8.7 


5.3 

mm 

2.9 

2.2 

1.9 

100.0 

1923-24. 

5.3 

18.8 

19.2 

14.2 

9.4 

8.5 

6.4 

5.9 

3.6 

2.5 

3.0 

4 3 

100.0 

1924-25. 

3.9 

i&g 

25 4 

23 3 

10.7 

7.0 

5.0 

3.1 

1.7 

1.0 

1.2 

.8 

100.0 

1926-26. 

5.2 

19 2 

23.3 

12.4 

8.7 

8.9 

6.6 

4.6 

8.1 

2.4 

2.8 

2 8 

100.0 

1926-27. 

8.0 

20 1 

19.7 

13 0 

8.6 

6.0 

6.0 

6.0 

3.7 

2.0 

3.0 

3.4 

100.0 

1927-28. 

4.7 

19.0 

25 6 

17.6 

9.8 

5.8 

4.4 

4.1 

3.7 

2.4 

1.7 

1.3 

100.0 

1928-29. 

4.6 

19.5 

27 0 

16 3 

9.3 

6.1 

4.5 

6 1 

2 9 

1.9 

1.4 

1 5 

100.0 

1929-30. 

12.3 

34.0 

18.0 

11 6 

6.6 

mmm 

3.4 

2.3 

1.7 

1.4 

1.5 

1.2 

100.0 

1930-31. 

11.2 

32 7 

23 0 

11.7 

4.7 

4.2 

2.6 

2.7 

1.9 

1.9 

1.8 

1.6 

100.0 

1931-32. 

11.7 

21.6 

14 7 

10.7 

8.6 

6.5 

6 0 

5 5 

5.2 

3.8 

3.3 

2.4 

100.0 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics 


Table 34. — Rye: Commercial stocks^ 1926-27 to 1932-3 
DOMESTIC EYE IN UNITED STATES i 


Crop year 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

1926-27 _ 

um 

fmhels 


1^^ 

Egg 

RSI 

Egg 

R9I 

Egg 

RSI 

Egg 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


1,018 
2,499 
6,632 
12,481 
9,989 1 
8,942 

1,454 

2,170 

6,614 

12,073 

9,838 

8,955 

2,091 

1,351 

8,661 

14,248 

9,405 

9,052 

2,608 

2,684 

9,771 

17,010 

10,095 

8,700 

2,077 

4,771 

11,453 

17,291 

10,376 

8,485 

2; 970 
5,589 
12,083 
17,173 
10,431 
8,030 









UNITED STATES EYE IN CANADA 










2,266 

1,022 

1,631 

203 

494 

689 

792 

t^^s^SSSSSSSSi 

63 


20 

124 

441 


851 

458 

90 

90 

371 

1928-29. 

248 

255 

12 

83 

205 

258 

208 

532 

559 

440 

451 

480 

ilij * .iJWHWW 


394 

432 

320 

429 

431 

431 

431 

371 

370 

426 

270 


188 

187 

172 

172 

430 

651 

489 

446 

528 

349 

278 

2 


2 

498 

2 

347 

2 

412 

390 

412 

888 

502 

1,408 

412 

1,746 


1,389 

1,631 

794 

600 










Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from weekly reports to the grain, hay, and feed market 
news servioe. Data are for stocks on the Saturday nearest the 1st day of the month. 

1 Indudes rye In store in public and private elevators in 42 important markets and also the rye afloat in 
vessels or barges in harbors of lake and seabaord ports. Rye in transit either by rail or water, mill stocks 
or small private stocks of rye Intended only for local purposes, not included. 

* Ihcluaes rye stored at lake and seaboard ports, exclusive of rye in transit on lakes and canals. 
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Table 35. — Rye: Classification of receipts graded hy licensed inspectors^ all inspeo 
tion pointSf 1928-24 to 1981-32 



Table 36. — Bye^ including flour in terms of grain: International trade, (werage 
1925-26 to 1929-30, annual 1928-29 to 1981-32 


Year beginning July- 



Bureau of Agricnltural Boonomlos, Official sources except where otherwise noted- 

1 PreUminary. 
s 4-year average. 

* Monthly Crop Report and Agricultural Statistics. 

< Year beginning Aug ; International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

« Calendar year. 

163050®—33-^28 
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Table 37.— Rye: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers^ United 
StaUSy mS-U to 1982-88 


Crop year 

July 

15 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

15 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Jan. 

16 

Eeb. 

15 

Mar. 

15 

Apr. 

15 

May 

15 

June 

16 

Weight¬ 
ed aver^ 
age 


Ctvts 

56.3 

CmU 

55.3 

CenU 

67.2 

Cents 

58.8 

Cents 

62.1 

Cents 

63.9 

Cents 

63.5 

Cents 

64.5 

Cents 

62.8 

9 

Cents 

60.1 

Cents 

61.6 

Cents 

59.4 

1024-!y4 _ 

68.8 

76.8 


106.7 

108.6 

112.7 

126.2 

132 2 

126.1 



101,8 

96.3 

_ 

92.3 

92.8 

81.9 

74.1 

73.4 

86.8 

88.2 

82.5 

73.4 

73.8 

72.6 

76.0 

83. i 

ip2fl-97 _ 

80.7 

86.1 

81.6 

82.4 

83.0 

82.4 

83.6 

88.4 

86.4 

86.2 

Esn 

94.9 

84.2 

1027-» _ 

91.2 

80.6 

81.4 

81.0 

84.0 

87 8 

88.0 

89.5 

1^0 

99.8 

111.6 

106.8 

84.7 

192ft-QQ _ 

99.2 

83.6 

81.8 

87.1 

86.3 

87.2 

87.9 

91 5 

91.5 

86.0 

79.1 

76.7 

85.4 

1929^30 _ 

85.3 

91.8 

89.2 

89.9 

85.6 

88.4 

85.7 

78.3 

68.4 


63.8 


87.7 

1030-31 _ 

43.6 

53.0 

53.1 

47.6 

41.6 

41.1 

37.4 

34.9 

34.3 


33.0 

31.4 

47.9 

1931-32. 

33.0 

32.6 

33.2 


41.4 

36.8 

36.8 

36.3 

37.7 


33.4 

28.8 

34.7 

1932-32 

22.0 

23.3 

mkWM 


22.1 

21.1 















Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prlces» 
by States, weighted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weight¬ 
ing montmy prices by monthly marketings. Mean of prices reported on 1st of month and Ist of succeeding 
month, July, 1922-D6cember, 1923. 


Table 38 .—Rye No. 2: Weighted average price ^ per bushel of reported cash sales, 
Minneapolis, 1928-24 to 1982-88 


Crop year 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Deo. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

1 

June 

Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 


Cents 




Cents 

Cents 

BPS 

Cents 

Cents 

Gents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923-24. 

61 

62 

66 


64 

65 

67 

66 

63 

61 

63 


65 

1924-26. 

83 

86 

96 

121 

123 

138 

164 

154 

130 

mm 

114 

111 

114 

1925-26. 

95 

100 

83 

77 

81 

98 

99 


81 

85 

83 

89 

88 

1926-27. 

102 

97 

93 

95 

94 

94 

99 


99 

99 

109 

111 

98 

1927-28. 

msM 

92 

92 

92 

99 

102 

103 


114 

124 

128 

123 

104 

1928-29. 

111 

94 

94 

94 

98 

97 

101 


mmm 

89 

85 

84 

96 

1929-80. 

107 

98 

97 

97 

95 

98 

91 

78 

66 

68 

65 

57 

90 

1930-31. 

55 

60 

55 

49 

43 

44 

38 

37 

86 

35 

36 

87 

51 

1931-32. 

87 

88 

39 

41 

51 

46 

46 

46 

47 

46 

39 

82 

42 

_ 

32 

34 

34 

32 

31 

81 























Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Oomplled from Minneapolis Daily Market Record. Chicago 
prices, 1909-1927 appear in 1927 Yearbook, Table 46. Minneapolis prices, 1909-1921, appear in 1930 Year- 
bo(^, Table 43. 


1 Average of daily prices weighted by oar-lot sales. 
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Table 39. — Corn: Acreage^ productiony value, exports, etc.. United States, 1890-1932 





Production 

Price 
per 
bushel 
re¬ 
ceived 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Dec.l 



Foreign trade, including meal, 
year beginning July * 


Acreage 

Aver- 



Farm 
value, 
basis 
Dec. 1 
farm 
price 

Price 

per 

bushel 

at 

Chi¬ 
cago 7 



Net exports 3 

Year 

har¬ 

vested 

age 
yield 
per acre 


■ 

Do¬ 

mestic 

exports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Total 

Per¬ 
cent¬ 
age of 
pro¬ 
duc¬ 
tion 




BB 

1,000 







Per 


acres 

shelled 

bushels 

bushels 

Cents 

dollars 

Cents 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

cent 

1890. - 


20.7 

1.460,406 


60 0 

729,647 

68 

32,012 

2 


2.2 

1891... 

27.6 

2,055,823 


39.7 


47 


16 


3.7 

1892... 

72,610 

23.6 

1,713,688 


38. C 


41 

47.122 

2 


2.7 

1893.. . 

1894.. . 

1896.. . 

74,434 
69,390 

22.9 

19.3 

1,707,572 
1,339,6S0 


35.9 

46.1 

612,998 

001,523 

678,408 

41 

44 

26 


3 

17 

5 

66,487 

28,569 

101,096 

3.9 

2.1 

4.4 

85:667 

27.0 

21310; 952 


25.0 

1896... 


28.9 

2,503,484 


21.3 

532,884 

25 

178,817 

7 

178,811 

7.1 

1897... 

88,127 

88,304 

9J^91A 

94,914 

24 3 

2,144,563 


26.0 

558,309 


212,056 

4 

212,052 

9.9 

1898.. . 

1899.. . 

25.0 

S8.1 

2,261,119 

9,666,821^ 

^4 

642,747 

34 

177,265 

4 

177,262 

7.8 

1899-- 

25.9 

2,454,628 


734,916 

36 

213,123 

3 

213,121 

8.7 

1900... 


26.4 

2,505,148 



878,243 

43 

181,405 

5 


7.2 

1901... 

94,636 

17.0 

1,613,528 




62 

28,029 

19 

28,011 

1.7 

1902--. 

95,517 

27.4 

2,619,499 




47 

76,639 

41 


2,9 

1903-- 

90.661 

25.9 

2,346,89? 




49 


17 

58.210 

2.5 

1904--. 

93,340 

27.1 

2,528,662 


r 


48 

00,293 

16 


8.6 

1905. - 

93,573 

29.4 

2,748,949 


: 


44 

119,894 

11 

119,883 

4.4 

1906-- 

93,643 

30.9 

2,897,662 


Bitn i 


50 

86,368 

11 

86.358 

3.0 

1907... 

94,971 

26.5 

2,612,006 


Bi^nl 

1,277,607 

68 


20 


2.2 

1908- - 

1909- — 


26.6 

M.9 

2,644,957 

9,559,190 

ly 1 

1,627,679 

65 


268 

37,437 

1.5 

1909.. 

26.1 

2,572,336 



59 

38,128 

US 

38,010 

Ik! \ 

1910-- 


27.7 

2,886,260 


i 48.0 

1,384,817 

63 

65,615 

53 

65,562 


1911-- 

105,825 

23.9 

2,531,488 


61.8 

1,565,258 

71 

41,797 

54 

41,744 

'^Kl • 

1912-- 

1918-- 

1914--. 


29.2 

23.1 

3,124,746 
2,440,988 
2,672,804 


KM 

BiMlI 

1,520,454 

1,692,092 

1,722,070 

53 

70 

H 



H j 

25.8 


64.4 

70 

HQ ] 

1915. - 


28.2 

2,994,793 


67.6 

1,722,680 

79 

5,211 

34,761 

^Kl 1 

1916... 

105,296 

24.4 

2,566,927 


88.9 

2,280,729 

111 

66,753 

2,270 



1917... 

116,730 

26.3 

3,066,233 


127.9 


163 

49,073 

3,197 

45,950 

^K! ^ 

1918-- 
1919 3— 

104,467 

87,77S 

97,407 

24.0 

96.7 

2,502,665 

9,S4S,8SS 

136.5 

3,416,240 

162 


3,346 

19,684 

.8 

1919... 

27.2 


134.3 

3,558,193 

159 



6,509 

.2 

1920-- 


30.2 



65.0 


62 


5,791 


2.1 

1921-- 

102,798 

28.3 



41.3 


55 


142 

179,374 

5.8 

1922... 


26.9 



66.0 

1,748,472 

73 

182 

96,415 

3.3 

1923... 

1924®. 

iH 

28.4 
99. B 


1,893,880 

1,899,761 

2,413,364 

71.4 



(kkIJ 

240 

22,896 

.7 

1924... 

23.0 

2,305,196 

97.8 

2,255,018 

106 

9,791 

4,618 

5,348 

KK - 

1926... 

101,331 

28.2 

2,853,183 

67.0 

1,911,881 

76 

24,783 

637 

24,150 


1926... 

99,452 

25.9 

2,674,602 

2,133,404 

63.8 

1,643,276 



1,098 



1927... 

98,357 

27.2 

2,677,742 

2,240,926 

71.8 

1,923,512 



5,463 



1928... 

1929® 

jm 

27.1 

95.6 

2,714,691 

2,282,938 

9,130,759 

2,140,177 

74.6 

2,024,860 

BQ 


490 

41,387 

H 1 

1929... 

25.9 


0 79.8 

72,024,004 

83 

10,281 

mm 

9,788 

: 

1030... 


20.4 


1,733,653 

0 59.4 

71,224,074 

60 

3,317 

1,747 

1,572 

.1 

1931... 

1932®- 

24.4 

27.0 

yjijjlj 

2,215,262 

2,508,920 

0 32.1 

8 19.6 

7 824,869 

7 566,930 

36 

3,969 

386 

3,583 

.1 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Reporting Board, 
revised, IQIO to 1928. See introductory text; italic figures are census returns. See 19^ Yearbook p. 774, 
for data for earlier years. 

1 Prices 1890-1898 are aver^es of the weekly quotations for No. 2 or better in annual reports of OhIcMo 
Board of Trade; subsequent prices are compiled ftom the Chicago Daily Trade Bulletin, average of dauy 
prices weighted by ear-4ots sales. No. 8 yellow. 

3 Compued from Commerce and Navigation of the United States. 1890-1917; Eoreigm Oomnierce and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United Sta^, 
June issues, 1919-1926; Jonua^ and June issues, 1927-1982 and officim records of the Bureau of Foreispi 
and Domestic Commerce. Com—General imports 1890^1909 and 1912-1932; imparts for consumption 
1910-11. Com meal—Imports for consumption, 1890-1982. Com meal converted to terms of grain on the 
basis of 4 bushels of com to a barrel of meal. 

3 Total exports (domestic plus foreign) minus total imports. 

4 Net imports, i. e., total imports minus total exports (domestic plus foreign). 

« Com harvested for grain; total acreage of com in 1924 is 98,401,627 acres, 1929,97,740,740 acres. 

3 Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

7 Based on weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

«Preliminary. 
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Tablb 40.— Com: Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, iy 
States, averages, and annual 19S1 and 19SS 


Weighted 

average 

^ . pricjeper 

Acreage harvested Yield per acre Production bushel, 

crop mar¬ 
keting sea¬ 
son 


AVer- AVer- Aver¬ 
in 1931 19321 2931 1932 1931 19321 1931 1932 

1928 1928 1928 



Western. 2,410 2,717 2,954 16.8 | 12.5 

United States— 99,979106,301107,729 27.2 


Bureau of Agricultural Eoonoznics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 Preliminary. 
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Table 41. — Cam: Utilization for grainy silage, hogging down, grazing, and forage, 

by States, 1931 and 1932 



United States. 


Bureau of Agrloultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 FreUminary. 
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Table 42. — Com: World production, 1900-1901 to 19S9-SS 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources and International Institute of Agriculture. Both 
acreage and production figures refer to the year of harvest. Harvests of the Northern Hemisphere countries 
are combing with those of the Southern Hemisphere which immediately follow; thus for 1931-32 the crop 
harvested in Northern Hemisphere countries in 1931 is combined with w Southern Hemisphere harvest 
which takes place early in 1932. 

1 Indudes Hussian territory reporting for the years shown. 

3 Total Russian Empire exclusive of the 10 Vistula Provinces of Russian Poland and the Province of 
Batum in Transcaucasia. 

8 Exclusive of Russian Poland, Lithuania, parts of present Latvia and the TTkraine, and the Provinces of 
Batum and Elizabetpol in Transcaucasia. 

«Beginning this year, estimates within present boundaries of the Xlnlon of Socialist Soviet Republics, 
exclusive of Turkestan, Transcaucasia, and the Far East, which territojT iu 1924-26 produced 26,048,000 
bushels. 

8 Production in present boundaries beginning this year, therefore not comparable with earlier years. 

• Preliminary. 









































































































Table 43. — Corn: Acreage, yield per acre, and production in specified countries, average 1921-22 to 1925-26, annual 1929—30 to 1932-33 
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Production 

1 

1,000 
bushels 
5,057 
2,908,015 
76,458 
13.240 

gso 
oo 
ef -o 

: i 

-“S-'a 1 1 

as or* 


75,701 

112,000 


§ 

1 

1,000 
bushels 
5,419 
2,667.306 
84,195 

cmcvT 

<s ec ea (O » c» ts. T-i a t-S < 

601,130 

629,000 

1 M 

1 

§ 


1930-31 

1,000 
bushels 
6,826 
2.059,641 
54,200 
6,137 

§§ 

as' 

ecoof-ifti-.t^weoiocsKo 

§ § 
4 s 

»3 to 

j 

1 

fH 

j 

1929-30 

CM 

§§ 

e4c«f 

sissssssisss 

3MS'S‘'^*‘S8‘Ssr3‘^Sf 

i-< CM fH 

g § 

i §■ 

1 ii 
j “fg 

107,000 


Average, 
1921-22 
to 1925-28 

1,000 
bushels 
12.974 
2,723,888 
86,241 
7, 772 

i§ 

ii 

cfel" 

14,764 
25,033 
11,795 
91,793 
3,563 
10,444 
58,353 
109,399 
21,021 
140,615 
2,928 
91,311 

478,765 

500,000 

§1 


Yield per acre 

00 

Bushels 

38.9 

27.0 

9.6 

00 ! 
^ 1 

1 1 -I 00 ec ® r-| 1 1 

44 14444444 ! 1 

24.9 





CJ 

2 

00 

s 

Bushels 
41.3 
24 4 
10.1 

mH 1 

Si j 

28.8 
25 1 
18 8 
22.2 

32.8 
26.1 
22.0 
20.4 

20.8 
20.3 
16.9 

21.3 

6.2 
35 6 


1 

i 

Bushels 

36.2 

20.4 

7.1 

11.7 

19.6 

. 

28.0 
20 1 
18.6 
31.4 
33 3 

27.2 
21 3 
23 0 
18.1 

16.3 
14 2 
12 1 

21.3 

0 2 
36 0 



o 

Bushels 

34.1 

25.9 

8.2 

14.4 

t- 1 
^ 1 

CMOU300U3^»0C01s.CMCMCD 

23.8 

9 1 
36 2 


j 

S <0 1 o 

I 

Bushels 

44.3 
27.0 

11.3 
19.9 

25.9 

OOCM>«0''i*00»-40'<l<00»>M' 

CM 1 

^ ! 

8.3 
34 8 



Acreage 


1,000 

acres 

130 

107,729 

7,944 

115,803 

117,000 

813 

1,082 

3,582 

148 

331 

2.877 

6,442 

1,829 

11,776 

240 

9,084 

28,870 

30,700 



4,300 

1 

1931-32 

1,000 

acres 

132 

105,301 

8,846 

gi 

a a' 

855 
1,053 
939 
3,450 
152 
344 
2,720 
6,168 
1,682 
11,749 
243 
9,742 

{S s 

»H rH 

8f 4 

Ii 

cT 

4,400 


1930-31 

1,000 

acres 

161 

100,793 

7,598 

418 

11 

gs' 

§li§§iii§i§i 

eo oS 

27,345 

29,100 

049 

1,806 

4.400 

1 

1929-30 

1,000 

acres 

152 

97,800 

7,080 

347 

ii 

839 

1,006 

904 

3,719 

138 

333 

2,774 

6,883 

1,077 

11,848 

218 

8,756 

28,617 

30,200 

600 

1,917 

4,200 

1 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1925-20 

IfiOO 
acres 
293 
101,037 
7,576 
390 

i§ 

is 

830 
1,107 
762 
3,792 
140 
890 
2.425 
4,769 
1,458 
8,709 
107 
5.238 

23,760 

25,200 


3,100 

I 

Ooimtry 

NOBTHEBN EBMISFHBBE 

North America: 

Canada.. 

United States. 

Mexico. 

Guatemala. 

Total North American countries 
reporting area and production 

all years. 

Estimated North American total,. 

Europe: 

France. 

Spain.—.-. 

Portugal. 

Italy. 

Austria.-. 

Czechoslovakia. 

Hungary. 

Yugodavla. 

Bulgaria-. 

Rumania. 

Poland. 

Russia, Euroi)ean and Asiatic. 

Total European countries reporting 

area and production, all years. 

Estimated European total, exclud¬ 
ing Russia.-. 

Africa: 

1 1 

1 1 

y 

Estimated African total. 



Preliminary. 
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Table 44. — Corn: Monthly marketings, hy farmers, as reported hy about 3,500 
mills and elevaiors, United States, 1922-33 to 1931-32 


Percentage of receipts during the crop year 


Year beginning 
October 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Doc 

Jan. 

Peb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Sea¬ 

son 


Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 


cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

1922-23. 

8.2 

8.7 

13.6 

BOM 

11.0 

6.6 

6.3 

6.1 

6.4 

6.8 

7.6 

9.1 


1923-24. 

6.6 

10.4 

12.3 


13.3 

7.4 

6.1 

6.9 

6 0 

6.8 

7.2 

0.1 


1924-26.. 

msm 

11.1 

13.0 

lESI 

9.5 

8.1 

6.3 

7.8 

4.3 

6.6 

6.2 

6.5 

Sli 

1925-26. 

6.9 

0.3 

14.6 

12.1 

10.4 

8.6 

6.3 

7.1 

8 2 

6.1 

7.6 

6 9 

m 1 

1926-27.-. 

10.1 

9.1 

12.9 

11.7 

10.8 

6.9 

4.8 

6.1 

0.1 

6.7 

6.2 

6.6 


1027-28.—- 

6.2 

8.6 

16.5 

13.8 

11.7 

8.9 

6.4 

6.6 

5 4 

5.1 

6.6 

6.3 

m • 

1928-29. 

6.6 

12.6 

16.7 

12.0 

11.6 

7.4 

3.8 

4.3 


5.8 

5.8 

5.4 

iri] ] 

1929-30. 

6.9 

9.3 

13.4 

10.9 

10.6 

7.4 

7.1 

6.9 


■iSi 

7.0 

7.6 

vl ‘ 

1930-31. 

mSi 

10.5 

14.0 

11.0 

10.2 

8 2 

7.0 

6.8 



7.3 

6.3 

5 1 

1931-32. 

m 

HI 

11.2 

10.2 

10.4 

7.6 

7.4 

6.4 

D 

ny 

8.6 

9.1 

I 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


Table 45. —Shelled corn: Classification of receipts graded hy licensed inspectors, 
all inspection poirUs, total of all classes under each grade, 1917-18 to 1931-32 


Grade 


Year beginning 


Novmber ^ 

No.l 

No. 2 

No. 3 

No. 4 

No. 6 

No. 6 

Sample 

Total 


Can 

Can 

Ciars 

Care 

Cizrs 

Ciars 

Ciars 

Can 

1922-23. 

21,580 

141,663 

98,932 

24,262 

4,270 

3,626 

8,711 

297,844 

1923-24. 

8,038 

60,592 

111,932 

69,366 

36,905 

16,410 

10,742 

305,984 

1924-26. 

7,883 

80,883 


34,431 

31,870 

17,262 

12,345 

240,706 

1926-26. 

8,358 

69,985 


61,092 

48,348 

40,116 

31,473 

297,129 

1926-27. 

1,616 

34,890 


48,217 

60,195 

46,180 

31.171 

260,700 

1927-28. 

9,682 

87,801 

78,352 

47,890 

84,638 

27,663 


314,922 

1928-29. 

26,809 

92,268 

73,331 

93,367 

40,694 

10,400 

7,247 

343,083 

1929-30. 

26,394 

85,038 

40,806 

60,916 

39,995 

19,476 

16,680 

288,204 

1930-31. 

18,176 

67,781 

70,928 

46,629 

14,746 

5,262 

3,745 

226,266 

1931-82. 

15,469 

91,136 

63,076 

22,766 

3,987 

3,169 

2; 466 

192,048 


Bureau of Agrioulturcd Economics. 1 car equivalent to 1,300 bushels. 


Crop year 


1927- 28-. 

1928- 29.. 

1929- 30.. 

1930- 31.. 

1931- 32.. 

1932- 33-. 


Table 46.— Corn: Commercial stocks, 1926-27 to 1932-33 
DOMESTIC CORN IN UNITED STATES» 


Nov, 

Deo. 

Jan. 

Eeb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 



1 

RSI 

■ 

1 

I 

I 

I 

H 

I 

1,000 

bushels 

23,324 

9,768 

6,340 

4,220 

9,066 

14,739 

1,000 

bushels 

24,913 

6,894 

4,431 

4,710 

6,687 

18,706 

21,661 

2,032 

3,639 

4,650 

7,841 

27,973 

20,254 

6,353 

2,982 

7,332 

9,803 

26,637 

■ 












UNITED STATES CORN IN CANADA 


1926 - 27 . 

1927 - 28 . 

1928 - 29 . 

1929 - 30 . 

1980-31 . 

1931 - 32 . 

1932 - a »___ 

1,994 
252 
847 
760 
1,148 
3,399 

2,268 

268 

376 

723 

It 106 
4,211 

2,147 

1,891 

680 

253 

671 

918 

1,716 

1,598 

737 

180 

481 

884 

1,788 

1,312 

601 

162 

423 

872 

1,403 

976 

366 

120 

888 

843 

1,781 

626 

1,769 

428 

476 

1,051 

1 

1,184 

1,337 

911 

697 

176 

817 

1,706 

818 

746 

186 

196 

549 

480 

147 

667 

769 

2,010 

534 

987 

928 

500 

2,826 













Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from weekly reports to the grain, hay, and feed market 
news service. Data are for stocks on the Saturday nearest the first day of the month. 

3 Includes com in store in public and private devators in 42 important markets and cdso the com afloat 
in vessels or barges in the harbors of lake and seaboard ports. Cora in transit either by rail or water, mill 
stocks, or small private stocks of corn intended only for local purposes, not included. 
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Table 47. —Com, induding com meal in terms of grain: International trade, average 
ig25-26 to 1929-80, annual 1928-29 to 1981-32 



Year beginning July 

Country 

Average, 
1925-26 to 
1929-30 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-321 


Exports 

ImiJorts 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PRINCIPAL EXPORT- 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

uooo 

1,000 




1,000 


biLShels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

btbshels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

Argentina..._ 

220,588 

0 

243,424 

0 

168,585 

0 

274,027 

0 

386,818 

0 

Kuznanla_ 

30,906 

3 21 

i 3,712 

(0 




1 

3 64,474 

w 

Umted States. 

28,233 

1,687 

41,874 



496 

3,317 

1,747 

3,960 

386 

Union of South Af- 











rica_ 

19,446 

376 

18,769 

129 

18,361 

52 

21,880 


10,998 

27 


^8^534 


534 


18,436 


14,924 


3,467 



5 5,^53 

mpmi 



i; 352 


2,478 


10,897 


Dutch East Indies 

4,876 

HHHii 

8,600 

15 

6', 832 

18 

4,728 

18 

6,655 

20 

Hungary... 

4,013 


802 

1,124 

6,109 

850 

628 

3,275 

123 

2,666 


3,828 


2,000 




7,744 


4,721 


Indo-China_ 

3,554 

0 

H, 363 

»0 

3 61400 

»0 

*5,602 

Hi 

4,897 

6 

Egypt__ 

1,786 

276 

2,701 

31 

77 

82 

14 


16 

497 

Omna«. 

1,040 

0 

945 

0 

2,022 

0 

1,064 

Ho 

1,660 

0 


561 

4 406 

2,364 

274 

394 

282 

601 




British Indio. 

227 

0 

29 

0 

6 

0 

2 

mM 

4 

0 

Total. 

328,295 

8,237 


2,063 

274,495 

1,280 

376,310 

6,570 

487,998 

3,595 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT- 











INQ COUNTRIES 











United Kingdom—. 

2,512 

wiWihim 


71,672 

2,313 

68,763 

2,595 

83,280 

3,183 

114,684 

Netherlands-. 

738 

44,523 

717 

41,471 

1,067 

41,798 

863 

48,785 

618 

KKI01 

Germany... 

23 

42,826 

5 

32,915 

2 

31,578 

2 


0 

29,723 

France_ 

69 

27,349 

21 

30,771 

89 

29,929 

126 

36,788 

127 

46,513 

Belgium. 

1,080 

24,268 


22,630 

1,017 

21,892 

1,589 

27,224 

2,092 

35,389 

Italy. 

42 

23,942 

16 

40,971 

26 

27,240 

16 

25,256 

12 

34,751 

Denmark , _ 

0 

18,676 

0 

14,853 

0 

9,873 

0 

14,856 


40,162 

Irish Free State. 

124 

16,159 

142 

17,636 

61 

16,607 

63 

20,679 



Canada...... 

58 

13,615 

98 

14,815 

84 

14,010 

42 

9,819 



Spain..... 

0 


0 

mvMhim 

0 

9,915 

0 

6,176 

HU 

10,617 

Czechoslovakia_ 

5 

itlEll 

1 

10,679 

2 

9,036 

3 

16,868 


24,818 

Austria__ 

20 

1 6,593 

21 

6,338 

30 

7,100 

17 

8,214 

jOg 

14,287 

Sweden __ 


6.112 


5,533 


8,858 


8.146 


13,636 

Switzerland.. 

0 



5,370 

0 

4,297 

2 


6 

7 ; 117 

Norway _ 


4,588 


3,642 


4,576 


6,101 


7,666 

Cuba __ 

0 

4 2.315 

0 

1,154 

0 

■■■rr 

mnnrv 

Mftxion ® __ 



0 

893 


311 


3,122 


737 

Poland-. 

22 


15 

1,144 

8 

636 


862 


421 

Japan. 

0 

41,702 

0 

1,588 

0 

^532 


2,776 


3,846 

Greece.. 

0 

886 


1,145 

0 

380 


540 

ggi 

6,105 

AnfilmTia- 

91 



22 

3 

81 


4 



Tunis_ 

17 



1 

13 

1 

■r 

647 

0 

634 

Algeria. 

14 

214 

14 

106 

11 

61 


183 

27 

427 

Finland. 

0 

190 

0 

293 

0 

262 

0 

846 

0 

941 

Estonia__ 

0 

66 

0 

292 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Total. 

4,818 

340,036 

4,743 

336,684 

4,676 




7,033 

498,907 


Bureau of Anlcultural Economics, officM sources except where otherwise noted. Moicona or maizena 
is included with com and corn meal.*’ 


1 Prdimlnary. ^ Monthly Crop Beport and Agricultural Statistics. > 3-year average. 

> 1 year only. * 4-year average. < Calendar year. 


Table 48.— Corn: Estimated average price per bvshel, received hy producers. United 
States, 1928-2^ to 1982-38 


Crop 2 ^ 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

16 

Jan. 

16 

Feb. 

16 

Mar. 

15 

Apr. 

16 

May 

15 

Juno 

15 

July 

16 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

16 

Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 

1923-24. 

Cents 

84.8 

Cents 

78.3 

Cents 

72.2 

Cents 

73.0 

C&i\Jts 

76.5 

Cents 

rt.1t 

Cents 

78.2 

Cents 

78.6 

Cents 

80.8 

Cents 

98.3 

Cents 

107.4 

CerUs 

109.7 

Cents 

82.3 

1924-26. 


99.6 

106.6 

112.0 

114.6 

112.1 


107.6 


rtilCT 


98.8 

107.3 

1926-26. 

83.0 

74.6 

70.7 

69.6 

68.6 

66.6 

66.7 

67.1 

68.6 

71.5 

79.5 

76.2 

71.4 

1926-27. 

74.6 

66.0 

64.5 

64.3 

66.6 

65.2 

66.6 

73.0 

88.9 

92.4 

97.7 

96.8 

74.1 

1927-28. 

87.6 

73.7 

75.1 

76.2 

79.0 

86.2 

01.9 

102.6 



98.2 

95.1 

85.3 

1928-29. 

84.7 

76.4 

76.1 

80.2 

86.8 

88.7 

87.6 

86.2 

86.9 

91.2 

95.9 

97.2 

84.5 

1929-80. 

91.9 

wmm 

78.0 

77.8 

77.4 

74.6 

78.3 

77.7 

79.0 

77.1 

90.0 

91.7 

80.9 

1930-31. 

81.9 

66.3 

64.9 

61.7 

58.6 

67.6 

67.7 

66.3 

63.8 

54.0 

50.8 

43.2 

60.2 

1931-32. 

Pm 

36.6 

34.5 

33.7 

32.4 

32.2 

81.4 

30.1 

29.4 

29.9 

30.2 

28.0 

32.1 

1982-33. 

IeWI 

19.4 

18.8 








"Bmeoa of Agric^toal Economics. Baaed on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
py States weighted by production to obtain a price for the United Slates; yearly price obtained by wei^t- 
ingMean of prices reported on first of month and first of succeed- 
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Table 49. — Corn: Weighted average priced per bushel of reported cash sales^ Chicago^ 
Kansas City^ and 6 markets combined, 192S-24 to 1982-83 


Grade, market, 
and crop year 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Jime 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 

Xo. 8 Yellow, 














Chicago; 

CeTits 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923-24. 

82 

71 

76 

78 

77 

77 

77 

82 


L17 

114 


88 

1924-26. 

111 

120 

124 

122 

117 


115 

11.^ 

108 


01 

82 

K® 

1926-26. 

83 

76 

79 

76 

72 

71 

71 


78 


sm 

77 

75 


71 

75 

74 

73 

68 

71 

87 

99 



97 

84 

87 

1927-28. 

84 

86 

89 

95 

99 

106 

108 

mm 

106 


mm 

96 

101 

1928-29. 

84 

83 

93 

94 

94 


87 

91 

99 


101 

95 

92 

1929-30. 

88 

88 

85 

82 

80 

82 

79 

79 

82 

99 

94 

82 

83 


71 

69 

65 

61 

60 

58 

56 

58 

67 

46 

42 

88 

60 


43 

37 

37 

34 

33 

32 

31 


32 

32 

30 

26 

36 

1932-33. 

25 

mm 












No. 3 Y^low, 














Kansas City: 














1923-24. 

78 

67 

73 

73 

72 

76 

75 

86 

PH 

109 

mm 

108 

78 

1924-25. 

mm 

115 

121 

116 

111 

101 

ffuH 

108 

108 

mm 

91 

82 

112 


75 

74 

75 


67 

69 

71 

72 

81 

83 

mm 

77 

74 


74 

76 

74 

72 

73 

73 

91 

97 

PH 


96 

83 

88 

1927-28. 

79 

78 

81 

86 

91 

97 


102 

|S» 

94 

94 

86 

85 

1928-29. 

82 

79 

87 

87 

88 

85 

85 

88 

93 

99 

69 

92 

85 

1929-30. 

87 

84 

82 

78 

EH 

SO 

78 

SO 

80 

92 

89 

82 

80 

1930-31. 

69 

66 

59 

54 

54 

53 

52 

52 

53 

45 

46 

40 

55 

1931-32. 

46 

39 

39 

36 

34 

34 

34 

33 

36 

83 

29 

24 

37 

1032-33 

24 

22 












igmTFMBa 














classes and grades ^ 















74.9 

67.5 

72.8 

73.7 

72.7 

74.7 

75.4 

82.7 


114.4 

113.7 

imwM 

83.0 

IMMtl 

108.3 

114.4 

112.9 

imwm 

103.5 

99.0 

111.9 


IP]M 

PTSI 

89.1 

80.8 

106.0 

HHH 

71 0 

68.3 

Kill 


64.6 

66.4 


66.9 

76.3 

78.3 

76.6 

73.2 

69.0 

1926-27. 



65 2 

62.7 

E20 

67.0 


91.5 

96,7 

iPim 

92.2 

70 9 

76.8 


78.7 

77.0 

78.6 

84.1 

89.6 

98.2 

Fiijlftl 

KO 

PH 

96.8 

97.5 

89.3 

89.2 


79.8 

78.4 

87 1 

89.5 

89.0 

86.9 

84.6 

89 7 

98.1 

99.9 

tliliXi] 

93 8 

88.5 

1929-30. 

81.0 

79.1 

77.7 

76.9 

73.6 

80.2 

78.6 

77.8 

80.6 

97.6 

93.2 

80.3 

80.3 

1930-31. 

67,8 

64.1 

61.0 

67.2 

56.8 

56.3 

54.4 

55.3 

66 9 


42.4 


56.9 

1931-32. 

43.5 

37.1 

37.0 

34.2 

33.1 

32.6 

31.0 

EISl 

32.4 

82.1 

29.8 

25 6 

33.2 

1932-33. 

24.8 

22.6 



























Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Chicago Daily Trade Bulletin and Kansas City 
Grain Market JReview. 


1 Average of daily prices weighted by car-lot soles. 

s Compiled from daily trade p^ers of mirkets named. The markets are Chicago, St. Louis, Omaha, 
Kansas City, Minneapolis, and Cincinnati (not Included November, 1928-December, 1932). The prices 
in this section of the table are compamble with prices paid to producers in that the latter are averages of 
the several prices reported which cover all classes and grades sold by producers. 


Table 50. — Corn: Volume of trading in futures in all contract markets, by months, 

19U-B5 to 1932-38 


Month 

1924-25 

1925-26 

1926-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929^ 

1930-31 

1931-32 

1932-33 


uooo.ooo 







WSm 



bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

Imshels 

bushels 

November. 

667 

317 

383 

473 

467 

261 

418 

361 

145 

December. 

707 

514 

395 

681 

420 

199 

649 


99 

JaTinary _ __ 

710 


261 

511 


196 


119 


FAhmory 

err 



698 

373 

252 

474 

156 


March ' 

810 

317 

429 

733 

416 

328 

370 

142 


April,, _ _ 

670 

292 

313 

745 

466 

283 


204 


l^V— —---mrn-r 

510 

237 

692 

699 

526 

290 

346 



June,. . , ,T, ^ ^ --- — 

566 

343 

921 

567 

475 

322 

285 

102 


July_ 

463 

448 

575 

553 

520 

498 

381 

OS 


Angiist _ 

394 

439 

713 

616 

453 

611 

373 

178 


RAptembflT__ 

442 

368 

836 

372 

296 

433 

238 

122 


October. 

835 

340 

588 

467 

269 


246 



Total.. 

6,841 

4,153 

6,394 

7,115 

5,361 

4,134 

4,740 

1,907 



Grain Futures Administration. 
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Table 51,— Com, yellow, La Plata: Spot price per bushel of 66 pounds at Liverpool 
and Buenos Aires, 1923-24 to 19S2-SS 

BUENOS AIRES 


Crop year 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Aver¬ 

age 


CeTits 

Cerda 

Cents 

Crmts 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cenh 


Cents 

Cenis 


77 

79 

78 

82 


^■3 

65 

64 

76 

85 


■03 

79 

■i j'?*'' wumwiww 


107 

112 



92 

TiTtl 

92 

93 

96 


83 

98 


84 

86 

78 

73 


70 

68 

68 

68 

70 


K1 

71 

1926-27. 

56 

55 


63 

62 

mm 

63 

69 

70 

76 

77 

76 

66 

1927-28. 

75 

83 

90 

97 

102 

89 

H3 

91 

90 

86 

87 

95 

90 


06 

93 

97 

96 

90 

85 

79 

81 

81 

87 

87 

84 

88 

II ]' 

74 

72 

65 

62 

59 

62 

60 

56 

54 

56 

51 

43 

60 


34 

33 

29 

31 

35 

30 

30 

30 

30 

26 

24 

26 

30 

1931-32. 

lQa5-S3 

32 

28 

28 

26 

27 

29 

32 

30 

30 

30 

32 

32 

32 

30 

30 















LIVERPOOL 



96 



115 

111 

107 

112 

IRI 

94 

104 

114 

124 

107 

1924-25. 

121 

122 

131 

129 

114 

116 

131 

128 

127 

138 

120 

mm 

123 

1925-26. 

107 

110 

97 

HI 

89 

94 

91 

87 

100 

Hi 

90 

93 

96 

1926-27. 

95 

92 

89 

93 

87 

88 

94 

91 

91 


97 

96 

93 

1927-28. 

97 

■or] 

110 

119 

127 

129 

127 

126 

mEm 


107 

116 

117 

1928-29. 

123 

120 

125 

127 

124 

120 

107 

104 

118 

ilEl 

■oa 

mm 

116 

1929-80. 

96 

89 

84 

79 

76 

91 

86 

76 

84 

90 

77 

63 

82 

loan-ai _ 

52 

54 

48 

49 

68 

62 

67 

60 

47 

44 

41 

40 

60 

1981-32. 

44 

37 

39 

42 

46 

47 

46 

42 

43 

43 

42 

39 

42 

1032-33 .. 

37 

37 



























Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Broomhall’s Com Trade News and Review of the 
River Plate. Averara of weekly quotations. Conversions of Liverpool prices at monthly average rate of 
exchange as given in Federal Reserve Bulletins to December, 1925, inclusive, subsequently at par of ex- 
change^xcept that, beginning with September, 1931, the monthly average of current rates of exchange was 
used. Buenos Aires imces are averages of weekly quotations, converted at monthly average rate of exchange 
as given in the Federal Reserve Bulletm. 



Grain Futures Administration, 





















































































































































STATISTICS OP GRAINS 


441 


Table 63.— OaU: Acreage^ production, value, exports, etc,, United States, 

1900-19S2 



1,000 Bvshels 
acres ofS2lb8, 

1900 _ 30,290 80.2 

1901 _ 29,894 28.0 

1902 . 80,678 34.6 

1903 . 30,866 28.2 

1904 . 31,353 82.2 

1906 . 32,072 34.0 

1900. 83,353 81.0 

1907 . 83,641 23.9 

1008. 34,006 25.0 

1909. SB, 169 28.6 

1909 . 35,159 30.4 

1910 . 37,648 31.6 

1911 . 37,763 24.4 

1912 . 37,917 37.4 

1913 . 38,399 29.2 

1914 . 38,442 29.7 

1916. 40,996 37.8 

1916 . 41,627 80.1 

1917 . 43,663 36.6 

1918 . 44,349 84.7 

1919 . S7,991 87.8 

1919 . 89,699 27.9 

1920 . 42,726 33,8 

1921 . 46,537 23.0 

1922 . 40,324 28.6 

1923 . 40,246 80.6 

1924 . S7,650 S4.7 

1924. 41,811 34.0 

1926. 44,250 31.9 

1926 . 42,861 26.6 

1927 . 40.326 27.1 

1928 . 40,079 82.9 

1929 . 88,468 89.7 

1929 . 38,148 29.8 

1930 . 39,697 32.2 

1931 . 39,800 28.1 

19328_ 41,224 30.1 


1,000 1,000 
bushels C&tds dollars 
913,800 25.4 232,074 

778,392 39.7 308,796 

1,053,489 30.6 322 423 

869,350 34.0 295,232 

1,008,931 31.1 313,488 

1,090,236 28.9 314,868 

1,035,676 31.9 329,853 

805,108 44.6 358,421 

850,540 47.3 402,010 

1,007,143 . 

1,068,289 40.0 433,869 

1,186,341 34.4 408,388 

922,298 45.0 414,663 

1,418,337 31.9 462,469 

1,121,768 39.2 439,696 

1,141,060 43.8 499,431 

1,649,030 36.1 559,506 

1,251,837 62.4 656,928 

1,692,740 66.6 1,061,474 

1,538,124 70.9 1,090,322 

1,066,183 . 

1,106,426 70.2 777,064 

1,445,936 45.6 658,737 

1,045,174 29.8 311,268 

1,147,720 39.0 447,277 

1,227,139 40.8 500,282 

1,304,699 . 

1,423,817 47.6 677,660 

1,410,184 37.4 627,847 

1,141,945 39.2 447,710 

1,092,650 44.3 484,253 

1,317,640 40.3 530,687 

998,747 . 

1,118,414 «41.9 7 468,309 

1,276,035 «32.2 7 410,686 

1,117,970 «21.3 iZ38,m 

1,242,437 «14.1 717R207 


Foreign trade, including meal 
year beginning July ^ 


nmg exports 



1,000 1,000 1,000 
Cents bushels bushels bushels Percent 

26 42,269 32 42,237 4.6 

43 13,278 39 13,240 1.7 

34 8,382 150 8,233 .8 

38 1,961 184 1,867 .2 

32 8,396 66 8,339 .8 

31 48,435 40 48,395 4.4 

37 6,386 91 6,379 .6 

50 2,519 383 2,195 .3 

62 2,834 6,692 * 4,262 _ 


42 2,649 1,063 1,704 .2 

33 3,846 140 3,707 .3 

50 2,678 2,660 30 CO 

35 36,456 765 35,695 2l6 

40 2,749 22,333 *18,868 _ 

50 100,609 670 100,168 8.8 

41 98,900 720 98,648 6.4 

54 95,106 841 94,348 7.5 

71 126,091 2,915 122,273 7.7 

70 109,006 888 108,167 7.0 


80 43,436 6,077 37,366 8.4 

61 9,391 3,827 6,831 .4 

85 21,237 1,824 19,422 1.8 

41 25,413 340 25,087 2.2 

46 8,796 4,271 4,650 .4 


50 16,777 3,067 13,926 LO 

41 39,687 212 89,666 2w8 

43 16,041 136 14,988 L3 

56 9,823 233 9,611 .9 

44 16,251 426 16,825 1.2 


44 7,966 175 7,791 .7 

36 3,123 659 2,464 .2 

22 4,437 86 4,352 .4 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Beporting Board, 
revised, 1919 to 1928. See introductory text; italic figures are census returns. See 19^ Yearbo^, p. 788^ 
for data for earlier years. 

1 From Ohicago Daily Trade Bulletin, averages of the daily ca^ quotations of No. 3 white oats we^hted 
by oar-lot sales. 

i Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1900-1917; Foreign Commerce and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of we United States^ 
Juno issuer 1919-1926; January and June issues, 1927-1932; and official records of the Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Oommeroe. Oats—geniwal imports, 1900-1932; oatmeal—general impmts, 1900-1909; imports for 
consumption, 1910-1932. 

3 Total exports (domeptio plus foreign) minus total imports. 

* Net imports. Total imports minus total exports (domestic plus foreign). 

B Less than 0.05 per oent. 

B Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

7 Based on weighted average price tor crop marketing season. 

8 Preliminary. 
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Table 64.—Oafs; Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, by States, 
averages, and annual 19S1 and 1932 


Frodaction Weighted 

__ average 

price per 
bushel, 
crop mar- 
ketiBg 

1931 19321 season 



Western. 1,603| 1,067 

United States... 41,866j 


Bureau of Agricoltnral Economics. Estimates of the Crop Bex>orting Board. 
^ FreUminary. 
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Table 55.— Oats: World prodvction, 1894~95 to 1932-83 


Crop year 


1894- 96— 

1895- 96- 

1896- «7- 

1897- 98- 

1898- 99- 

1899- 1900 

1900- 1— 

1901- 2— 

1902- 3— 

1903- 4— 

1904- 5— 

1906- 6— 
1900-7— 

1907- 8— 

1908- 9— 

1909- 10- 

1910- 11- 

1911- 12- 

1912- 13- 

1913- 14- 

1914- 15- 

1916- 16- 
1910-17- 

1917- 18- 


1919- 20- 

1920- 21- 

1921- 22- 

1922- 23- 

1923- 24- 

1924- 25- 

1926-26- 

1926- 27- 

1927- 28- 

1928- 29- 

1929- 30- 

1930- 31- 

1931- 32- 

1932- 33 0. 



Bureau of Agrioultural Economics. Official sources and International Institute of Agriculture. Both 
acreage and production figures refer to the year of harvest. Harvests of the Northern Hei^phere countries 
are combined with those of the Southern Uemispheie which immediately follow; thus for 1931-32 the crop 
harvested in the Northern Hemisphere countries in 1931 is combined with the Southern Hemisphere har¬ 
vest which begins late in 1931 and ends in 1932. 

1 Includes all Russian territory reporting for the years shown. . , , , « 

^ Total Russian Empire^ exclusive of the 10 Vistula Provinces of Russian Poland and the Province of 
Batum in Transcaucasia. 

3 Exclusive ot Russian Poland, Lithuania, parts of present I/atvia and the Ukraine, and the Provinces 

of Batum and Elizabetpol, in Transcaucasia. . . „ . „ « ^ « 

4 Beginning thte year, estimates for the present territory of the Umon of Socialist Soviet Republics, 
exclusive of Turkestan, Transcaucasia, and the Far East, which territory in 1924-25 produced 20,248,000 
bushels. 

i Beginning with this year post-war boundaries and therefore not comparable with earlier years. 

0 Preliminary. 











































































Tabls 66. — Oals: Acreage^ yield •per acre, and production in specified countries, average 19M-22 to 1925-26, annual 1929-30 to 19S2~SS 
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Frodnotlon 

§ 

1,000 

bushels 

410.556 

1,242,437 

1 

i 

87,663 

52,220 

13,282 

77,605 

20,016 

47,790 

3,514 

353,381 

53,639 

7,365 

41,805 

2,342 

458,143 

31,312 

114,627 

19,510 

18,548 

6,200 

7,777 

52.538 

163,962 

24,940 

21,714 

8,722 

1031-32 

1,000 
bushels 
348,795 

1.117,970 

! 

86,761 

43,540 

36,457 

16,827 

9,494 

69,766 

64,448 

10,784 

48,384 

2,721 

316,286 

41,670 

6,331 

39,467 

2,308 

427,479 

22,876 

84.368 

13.368 

18,242 

6,274 

8,605 

46,176 

159,108 

28,065 

23,611 

11,296 

1930-31 

1,000 

bushels 

449,595 

1,276,036 

i 

s 

03,902 

45,290 

44,250 

19,403 

13,621 

77,211 

68,726 

20,454 

38,223 

2,760 

285,053 

49,995 

7,778 

36,828 

2,659 

380,688 

27,606 

90^100 

17,998 

19,634 

5,891 

7,616 

79,678 

161,736 

26,871 

23,537 

10,870 

1929-30 

1,000 
bushels 
300,516 
1.118,414 

off 

107,5W0 
52,850 
48,267 
20,072 
12,146 
86,067 
71,276 
25,776 

61,487 

3,617 

373,142 

45,812 

6,571 

48,261 

2,894 

508,633 

31,074 

102,927 

28,292 

24,166 

4,179 

9,434 

93,647 

203,450 

30,233 

23,433 

ia277 

Average. 
1921-22 
to 1026-26 

§■§!§ 

"'Ilf 


g§§iigiii§§giiigi§iig§iii§§ 

Yield per acre 

CO 

s 


CO 

! liOtH looouaoaoo 1 cd r-i^eae»aa !a»eai-iko 

Ill 1 1 

III 1 1 

! 

i 

Bushels 

27.1 

28.1 

27.8 

kOi-ckOcoT-toaooco-^eoasOo-'i^co^-^kO’^t^eoN-itcoeat^oo 


Bushels 

33.9 

32L2 

32.6 

00 kC t-o eo t<» eo CO 00 001-4 eo oa 00 CO CO lO ^ 1-4aa CO 00 »Q 

1 

Bushels 

24.1 

29.3 

28.0 

oo'«tikQO»aooiiooiHC40oooaoaeoaaoo<<t400-<4«kQeoe4cooQeot<- 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1925-26 

Bushels 

33.4 

29.5 

»o 

kQOeoocot«e4c&'«i4-^eoeo^aat-«Hkoe<)oo^eoco^oa'44coeo 

Acreage 

I 

1,000 
acres 
13,149 
41,224 

64,373 

1,580 

867 

623 

286 

235 

1,677 

983 

350 

714 

74 

8,427 

1,926 

1,113 
41 

8,116 

784 

2.020 

575 

810 

281 

1,956 

6,478 

919 

802 

356 

? 

S 

1,000 

acres 

12,871 

39,800 


t-T r-T offi-c 1-4 off off ofkcff 


1,000 

acres 

13.259 

39,597 


1,778 
862 
644 
307 
239 
1,631 
958 
370 
674 
70 
8,460 
1,940 
429 
1,262 
49 
A 499 
772 
2,034 
60S 
1,009 
339 
345 
2,686 
6,404 
908 
790 
368 


1,000 

acres 

12,479 

38,148 

60,627 

1,854 

889 

666 

314 

239 

1,748 

979 

396 

744 

77 

8,510 

1,839 

432 

1,293 

50 

8,793 

733 

2,143 

745 
953 
253 
383 

2,997 

5,415 

845 

749 

371 

A .S3 ? 

1,000 

acres 

14,685 

42,433 

67,018 

of offr4 ^ off cf cff^ 

Ooimtry 

KOB1!HBBN HEMISPHEBB 

North America: 

Canada.. 

Qnited States. 

1 

Inland and Waicq. 

Scotland.^. 

Irish Free State. 

Northern Ireland. 

Norway. 

Sweden. 

Denmark. 

Netherlands. 

Bdgium. 

Luxemburg. 

France.- 

Spain.. 

PortugaL. 

Italy. 

Switzerland. 

Gennany. 

Austria..- 

CzedbLOslovakia. 

Hungary_ 

Yugoslavia. 

Greece.... 

Bulgaria..- 

Bumania.-. 

Poland. 

Uthuanla.._ 

Latvia.. 

Estonia^____ 































































STATISTICS OF GRAINS 


li 

^ I 

t 

1 

1 

11 
s’ f 

rH 1-T 

lit 

f-Toi-T 

i 

0 

ii i 

0^ j 

1 § 
i 1 

CQ GO 

1 

1 

1 

1 h- 1 1 

11-1 • 1 
• 1 1 

1 I 

too 1 1 

1 1 1 
t 1 I 

t t t 

t 1 1 

3.480,708 

§ 

1 

eo 

46.138 

i § 
§; i 

iH 

sss 

® MW 
r^aSef 

§ 

1 

711 

11,081 

5. lag 

i i‘ 

eo eo 

1 

1 

1 

I 

'■-'s' ja'‘ 
1 

1 

O 'rt 

s s 

o « 

eo 

§ 

w 

eS 

1 

H 




M 

■ 

li§§§’ 

a § 

« 

eo 

i 

eo 

1 

1 

3,413 

14,785 

3,445 

21,643 

Ot-Oer 

§ § 
§ n 

oa « 

507 

10,400 

3,877 

68,203 

0,420 

18.030 

1 1 

•6 os 

eo 

1 

CO 

eo 

34,529 

522,006 

i § 

I’ g 

1 

645 
12,713 
2,430 

15,797 


04 § 

eo od 
w n 
CO of 

482 

3,954 

2,166 

50,286 

6,624 

19,010 

5,906 

3,272,497 

i 

eo 


HI 



1 

I 

H 

■ 


35.2 

==* 


! 

^ ! 


27.7 

14.7 
33.9 

17.8 


eoa»« 


B 

-OO !c4 

49.8 

31.9 

" ” 


36.5 

27.0 

37.3 


§1 

t^waeoc 

CO ! 

^ 1 

is 

1 

1 

t 


47.3 

34.5 



to ! 

^ 1 



coco €40 

to I 

0 j 

tC 

1 

th 

IC 

1 

1 

1 

9Q0e0»-O 

OO <44 

si 

1 

1 

9 

1 

1 

32.6 

20.3 

85.4 

1&4 

21.0 

10.4 

20.6 

>OC<.OK 

s I 

i ei \ 

1 CO • 

T-ieoovoeoo 

48.0 

32.4 


Si 

40,120 

42,800 

63 

504 

86 

653 

1 

1 

IH 

1 

!; 

9 

9 

1 

1 

! i 
1 1 
eo 1 ! 

i 1 

1 ^ 

i 

1,140 

42,495 

wH O 

3 i 
0 0 


684 

II 

^'ai 

§ § 
t &* 

1 

IC 
f C 

1 

9 

1 

1 

gsgggss 

eo rn 

>e 

S g 

s' 

i 

0 

l-C 

1,137 
42,427 

41,805 

44,600 


1 


3 1 
0 S' 

B 

li§i§ 

Of TS 

fe i 

s' 

§ 

i 

1,071 

46,654 

43,842 

45,500 

Si§ 

1 


i § 

B 

ef 

s 1 

0 

§ 

i* 

1,058 

25.776 

41.283 

44,300 

"i§ 

766 


I § 

S' §' 

16 

106 

120 

1,824 

646 

1,000 

125 

100,917 

§ 

M 

• 

1 

1 

1 

1 

11 

ii 

> 

iiS 

Total Europe reporting area and 

production, all years—. 

Estimated European total, exclud¬ 
ing Russia. 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 • 
t 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

! 1 i 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 • 1 

1 i 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 
■ • t 

1 i 1 
• It 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

|lll 

t 

J 

< 

1 i 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 f 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 
f 1 

1 1 

I 1 

1 1 

1 I 

g 1 

ij 

iii 

-- 

Total Northern Hemisphere report¬ 
ing area and production, all years. 
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Total Northern and Southern Hem¬ 
isphere countries reporting area 
and production, all years—. 

Estimated world total, excluding 
Russia and China,,. 


163050®~33-^29 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Offloial sources and International Institute of Agriculture. Both acreage and production figures refer to the yew of ^rvest. 
of the Northern Hemisphere countries are combined with those of the Southern Hemisphere which immediately follow; thus for 1931-32 the crop harvested in the Northern Hemi¬ 
sphere countries In 1981 is combined with the Southern Hemisphere harvest which bc^ns late in 1931 and ends early in 1032. 

* Preliminary. * 4-year average. * i-year average* * 1 year only. * Acreage sown. * Yield per acre sown- 
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Table 57. — Oats: Monthly marketings by farmers j as reported by about 8,500 mills 
and elevators, United States, 192B—BS to 1931—32 


Year begin¬ 
ning June 

Percentage of receipts during 

- 



June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Juno 

Sear 

son 


Per 

Per 


Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 

Per 


cent 

cent 


cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 


cent 

1922-23. 

.2 

8.7 


11.9 

10.8 

8.4 

8.6 

ai 


6.6 

6.0 

6.3 

6.1 

100 


.6 

7.2 

16.2 

12.8 

11.4 

7.6 

8.0 

7.9 

7.8 

6.9 

4.9 

6.1 

4.7 

100 


.2 

6.8 

18.3 

18.3 

12.6 

7.7 

8.3 

7.7 

4.8 

3.3 

2.7 

4.9 

4.4 

100 


.2 

9.6 

20.0 

13.5 

10.9 

7.4 


6.0 

6.2 

6.3 

4.3 

4.6 

6.0 

100 


1.3 

11.4 

20.4 

12.4 

9.1 

6.6 


6.6 

6.2 

5.9 

4.4 

6.0 

4.1 

100 


1.4 

8.4 

21.7 

14.6 

10.8 

6.6 

Bii 

6.8 

6.6 

6.0 

8.9 

4.4 

8.4 

100 

1928-29. 

1.1 

6.8 

23.7 

13.6 

10.2 j 

6.6 

mai 

6.4 

6.6 

6.0 

4.8 

4.1 

4.8 

100 


1.0 

11.3 

30.2 

12.8 1 

8.7 


A1 

4.2 

4.4 

4.4 

4.8 

4.3 

3.4 

100 


1.4 

12.6 

27,6 

13.2 

8.7 


6.0 

4.4 

6.6 

4.6 

■iMil 

3.8 1 

4.0 

100 

yjyiBBBl 

3.3 

m 

IB 

11.3 

m 


6.6 

6.6 

6.6 

6.2 

H 

4,9 j 

3.6 

100 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


Table 58. — Oats: Receipts graded by licensed inspectors, all inspection points, total 
of <dl classes under each grade, 1922-23 to 1931-32 


Grade 


xear oegimung Augusc 


No.l 

No. 2 

No. 3 

No. 4 

Sample 

Cars 
2,648 
2,724 
1,489 
2,197 
1,465 
2,838 
4,408 
4,106 
10,344 
1,394 

Cars 

47,348 

41,680 

33,631 

53,687 

19,692 

29,106 

14,144 

26,063 

36,939 

21,966 

Cars 

96,984 

90,769 

110,377 

75,634 

49,681 

64,444 

77,823 

71,767 

36,186 

40,303 

Cars 

17,004 

22.648 
24,680 
17,989 

28.648 
19,897 
20,684 
11,822 

8,337 

4,059 

Cars 

4,640 

11,307 

14,853 

6,260 

17,696 

6,728 

9,306 

3,097 

983 

926 


Total 


1922- 23. 

1923- 24. 

1924- 26, 

1926-28. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 


Cm 

167,624 


184,930 

166,667 

116,981 

121,513 

126,864 

116.836 

91,689 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 1 car equivalent to 1,600 bushels. 


Table 59. — Oats: Stocks of old oats on farms August 1 and March 1, by geographic 
divisions and United States, 1923-1932 


Year 

Stock on 
farms 
Mar. 1, 
TJnitea 
States 

_ 

Stocks on farms Aug. 1 

North 

Atlantic 

East 

North 

Central 

West 

North 

Central 

South 

Atlantic 

South 

Central 

Western 

TTnlted 

States 



1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


bushels 

1 

1 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

1923. 

400,862 

4,216 

17,343 

42,634 

678 

1,212 

1,862 

07,736 

1924. 

426,430 

3,947 

17,290 

36,708 

870 

1,389 

2,736 

62.639 

1925. 

611,964 

4,724 

27,678 

49,774 

369 

1,732 

1,762 

85,039 

1928. 

546,990 

6,751 

36,107 

69,437 

480 

496 

2,327 

103,698 

1927. 

391,627 

6,562 

23,336 

24,068 

488 

2.698 

1,266 

67,896 

1928. 

347,400 

4,019 

11,359 

20,272 

841 


2,112 

39,172 

1929. 

460,703 

4,142 

30,894 

41,813 

328 

1,192 

2,166 

80,624 

1930. 

368,366 

2,843 

17,134 

38,673 

699 

885 

2,246 ; 

62,380 


429,497 

6,244 

22,297 

40,438 

602 


1,983 

72,684 

1932. 

374,182 

4,667 

26,165 

23,866 

1,112 


871 

66,265 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from estimates which are based on percentages of crop on 
tans as estimated by crop reporters. 
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Table 60. — Oats: Commercial stocks, 1926-B7 to 1932-33 


DOMESTIC OATS IN UNITED STATES i 


Crop year 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan 

Peb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 





urn 

bushels 


1 

1,000 
bushels 
47,421 
20,006 
16,219 
26,097 
26,770 
17,096 

1,000 
bushels 
45,105 
21.127 
16,800 

22.937 
23.029 

17.938 

1,000 

bushels 

33,481 

16,803 

14,003 

19,484 

19,055 

15,796 

1,000 
bushels 
30,513 
11,667 
11,493 
16,619 
13,930 
13.621 

1,000 

bushels 

22,553 

7,171 

10,591 

13,247 

9,681 

11,272 

1,000 

bushels 

17,636 

3,338 

8,592 

11,028 

8,042 

10,657 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

11,886 

1,939 

8,668 

9,102 

8,021 

12,627 

23,224 
15,992 
24,318 
26,844 
15,013 
27,273 

26,513 
17,561 
28,597 
32,904 
17,372 
28,895 

25,682 
16,900 
32,762 
33,265 
18,180 
29,084 

24,781 
15,399 
30,064 
30,604 
18,161 
27.484 










UNITED STATES OATS IN CANADA 


199A-97 __ _ 






352 

670 

644 

3,735 

1,476 

165 

247 

563 

494 

3,236 

1,110 

11 

218 

438 

424 

2,852 

834 

2 

164 

216 

309 

2,407 

640 

0 

635 

57 

716 

1,934 

821 

73 

1 

3,759 

60 

346 

936 

584 

126 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 83. 

1,253 

4 

334 

1,106 

207 

144 

1,238 

978 

2,177 

2,679 

110 

1,317 

1,435 

2,326 

4,711 

2,524 

199 

1,530 

1 

1 










CANADIAN OATS IN UNITED STATES a 


1926-27. 







228 

312 

704 

634 

167 

2 

171 

217 

801 

615 

3 

2 

66 

117 

516 

488 

17 

1 

117 

21 

722 

380 

78 

1 

321 

199 

577 

284 

288 

0 

19 

122 

377 

91 

73 

0 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

24 

101 

841 

146 

13 

0 

26 

123 

841 

21 

41 

0 

0 

141 

283 

55 

41 

0 

139 

211 

426 

27 

41 

0 

296 

711 

670 

7 

32 

0 










Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from weekly reports to the grain, bay, and feed market 
news service. Data are for stocks on the Saturday nearest the 1st day of the month. 

1 Includes oats in store in public and private elevators in 42 important markets and also the oats afloat 
in vessels or barges in the harbors of lake and seaboard ports. Oats in transit either by rail or water, mill 
stocks, or small private stocks of oats intended only for local purposes, not included, 
s Includes oats stored at lake and seaboard ports, ezdusive of oats in transit on lakes and canals. 


Table Qlr—Oats: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers, United 
States, 1928-24. to 1932-33 


Crop year 



Sept. 

15 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Jan. 

15 

Peb. 

15 

Mar. 

15 

Apr. 

15 

May 

16 

June 

16 

Weight- 

average 



CeiAs 

Cents 

Cents 

Certs 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 



Cents 

^B 

Cents 

1923-24. 



38.0 

39.4 

EDO 

42.6 

43.4 

45.4 

46.2 

46.5 

46.3 

46.8 

41.5 

1924-25. 



47.1 

48.9 

47.4 

60.6 

54.0 

53.4 

49.7 

44.7 

45.4 

48.3 

48.8 

1925-20. 


40.7 

38.1 

37,2 

37.6 

89.1 

40.0 

39.2 

88.8 

39.4 

39.6 

88.9 

39.8 

1926-27. 


37.9 

35.6 

39.0 

39.8 

41.1 

42.6 

43.4 

43.4 

43.2 

45.4 

48.0 

40.3 

1927-28. 


44.4 


44.6 

45.1 

48.1 

49.3 

51.3 

54.5 

56.9 

62.0 

61.4 

48.2 

1928-29. 


38.4 

36.7 

89.0 

89.8 

42.5 

43.7 

47.0 

46.6 

45.8 

44.6 

42.6 

42.0 

1929-30. 

42.9 

42.7 

44.1 

44.8 

43.1 

43.6 

43.1 

43.0 

41.4 

42.4 

40.9 

39.8 

42.9 

1980-31. 

83.1 

35.7 

36.1 

34.7 

31.6 

32.3 

31.1 

30.7 

80.1 

30.2 

28.6 

26.1 

33.3 

1931-32.. 


19.8 


20,1 

23.2 

ESI 

22.7 

22.8 

22.8 

22.8 

21.8 

19.8 

21.5 

1932-33 

17.5 

14.8 













■Ml 

MM 

MM 

■Ml 

MM 

MM 

MMMI 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from roecial price reporters. Monthly prices 
by States, weighted by production to obtain aj^ce for the United States; yearly price obtairod by weteht- 
ing monthly prices by monthly marketings. Mean of prices reported on 1st of month ana 1st of suooeedmg 
month, Augi^, 1922-December, 1023. 
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Table 62.—Oats, including oatmeal^ in terms of grain: International trade, average 
19B6-26 to 1929-30s annual 1928-B9 to 1931-S2 


Year beginning July 


Country 

Average, 
1925-26 to 
1929-30 

1928-20 

1929-30 

1030-31 

1931-321 


Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

PEINdPAL BXPOET- 
ING COUNTBDSS 

1,000 
busheli 
29,280 
20,070 
17,754 
16,666 
3,861 
3,676 
3,305 
3,302 
2,713 
2,134 
*2,078 
1,764 
1,656 
495 



1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

20,181 

47,940 

7,960 

4,600 

1,925 

4,424 

2,141 

3 4,974 
5,667 
2,402 
4,242 
1,413 
2,014 
28 



1,000 

bushels 

123 

2,761 

638 

714 

1,000 

bushels 

52,196 

30 

4,437 

18,467 

1,053 

2,436 

230 

*827 

183 

17 

14,619 

923 

655 

4 

1,000 
bushels 
73 
1,115 
65 
1,817 


9,961 

398 

3,452 

3,064 

152 

3,980 

Czechoslovakia- 

Irish Free State- 

Eumania- 

Poland.. 

Hungary_ 

Russia_ 

Algeria— - 

Tunis_ 

Yugoslavia *_ 

1,260 

1,559 

2 

1,499 

2 

0 

588 

81 

*48 

300 

1,271 

*0 

1,486 

0 

306 

0 

71 

402 

1,216 

*0 

257 

1 

0 

607 

0 

48 

69 

2,421 

0 

55 

363 

0 

422 

24 

380 

563 

1,018 

»0 

30 

86 

0 

1,253 

0 

43 


108,644 


104,768 

17,226 


wnmi 

117,779 

7,960 

96,075 

6,671 

PBlNdPAL BIPOET- 


wmm 




mam 





INO COUHTEIBS 











United Ejngdom.... 

1,170 

30,339 


25,862 

958 

33,196 

1,237 


666 

33,309 

Switzerland_ 

5 

10,936 

5 

10,741 

6 

13,613 

13 

14,203 

15 

15,646 

Belgium_ 

46 

8,210 

15 

9,867 


8,855 

49 


104 

6,531 

Netherlands_ 

412 

7,851 

773 

6,486 

676 

11,902 

1,173 

10,650 

160 

8,184 

Italy- 

9 

7,016 

1 


2 

6,119 

1 

12,001 

1 

11,606 

France_ 

648 

6,508 

394 


233 

6,791 

73 

6,509 

24 

9,050 

Austria_ 


6,092 

6 

6,774 

5 

8,684 

18 

6,689 

2 

4,989 

Denmark_ 

217 

3,255 

326 

2,574 

63 

8,763 

65 

4,550 

237 

2,166 

Sweden- 


2,956 

720 

4,172 

490 

8,853 

452 

3,779 

770 

3,946 

Finland_ 

25 

1,891 

13 

mm&m 

0 

2,155 

24 

963 

62 

673 

Cuba.. 

0 

* 1,215 

0 

987 







Latvia®_ 

110 

1,127 

0 

2,883 

HlKtCa 

309 

16 

182 



Norway_ 

8 

714 

9 

’336 


556 

18 

59 

5 

867 

Estonia- 

0 

693 

0 

1,356 



0 

634 

Oi 

24 


0 

*348 

0 

107 



0 

8 



Australia- _ 

155 

276 

144 

09 


38 

267 

25 

KETQI 

»7 

Union of Sonth 











Africa. 

148 

160 

143 

120 



84 

104 

■Ql 

96 

Japan*_ 

0 

96 

0 




0 

8 



Total. 

3,803 

ESI 

3,509 

87,113 

mi 

104,107 

3,480 

106,598 

2,441 

95,083 


Bureau of Agricultural Eoonoxnlos. Official sources except where otherwise noted. 
1 Preliminary- 
s 3-year average. 

3 Monthly Orop Beport and Agricultural Statistics. 

4 4.year avers^e. 

3 Calendar year. 

3 Year beginning August, International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 


Table 63. —Oats, No. 5, white: Weighted average 'price ^ per bushel of reported cash 
sales, Chicago, 1923-24 to 1932-33 


Crop year 

Aug. 

Sept. 





Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 



Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 


Cents 

Cents 





Cents 

■ 

Cents 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923-24. 

38 

40 

43 



46 

48 

47 

48 

48 

51 

54 

45 

1924r-25. 

50 

48 

50 


58 

58 

53 

48 

42 

45 

49 

44 

50 

1925-26. 

41 

39 

39 

40 

42 

42 

41 

40 

42 

41 

40 

42 

41 

1926-27.. 

38 

38 

44 

42 

46 

46 

43 

44 

45 

50 

49 

45 

43 

1927-28. 

47 

47 

48 

49 

54 

55 

66 

69 

63 


68 

56 

55 

1928-29-. 

88 

41 

42 

44 

46 

60 

50 

48 

48 


45 

47 

44 

1929-30.. 

43 

48 


45 

46 

45 

44 

43 

43 


38 

85 

44 

1980-31... 

30 

38 


88 

34 

32 

32 

31 

30 

28 

27 

23 

35 

1931- 82... 

1932- 33. 

21 

17 

22 

17 

■ 

26 

16 

25 

15 

25 

24 

22 

23 

28 

21 

18 

22 











Bureau of Agricoltural Economics, Compiled from the Chicago Daily Trade Bulletin. Data for 1889- 
1923 available 1921 Yearbook, p. 628, Table 94. 

1 Average of daily nrices weighted by car-lot sales. 
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Table 64. — Barley: Acreage^ production^ value, exports, etc,. United States, 1900- 

1922 


Foreign trade, indnding barley, 
flour, and malt, year beginning 
July a 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Beporting Board, re¬ 
vised, 1019 to 1928. See introductory text; italio flgur^ are census returns. See 1927 yearbook p. 709, Ux 
data for earlier years. 

I From Bureau of Labor Statistics as follows: Bulletin No. 39,1900-1901. August, 1900-Beoember, 1901, 
Choice to Fancy malting, by samples. Wholesale price bulletins—monthly quotations, January, 1002- 
December, 1913, Choice to Fancy malting; January, 1914r-September, 1927, Fair to Good malting. Begin¬ 
ning October, 1927, grade reported as feeding, but as quality remained uncbanged, no change was made in 
comparative prices. 

a Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1900-1917: Foreign Commerce and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Forei^ Commerce of the United States, 
June issues, 1910-1926; January and June issues, 1927-1932; and official records of the Bureau of Foreign 
and Domestic Commerce. Malt converted to terms of barley on the basis that 1.1 bushels of malt is the 
juroduct of 1 bushel of barley. Barley flour converted on the basis that 1 barrel of flour is the product of 
9 bushels of barley. Exports of flour not reported prior to 1919. Barley—general Imports, 1900-1909; 
imports for consumption, 1910-1932. Malt-^eneral Imports, 1909-1914; imports for consumption, 1916- 
1932. Imports of flour not reported prior to 1915; imports for consumption, 1915-1932. 

^ Total exports (domestic exports plus reexports) minus total imports. 

< Average for 11 months. 

< Net imports. Total imports minus total exports (domestic plus foreign). 

* Weight^ average price for crop marketing season. 

7 Based on we^tea average price for crop marketing season. 

> Preliminary. 
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Table 65,— Barley: Acreage^ yield, production, and weighted average price, hy 
States, averages, and annual 1931 and 1932 


State and division 

Acreage harvested 

Yidd per acre 

Production 

Weighted 
average 
^ price per 
bushel, crop 
marketing 
season 


Aver¬ 

age 

1924 - 

1928 

1931 

19321 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919 - 

1928 

1031 

1032 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924 r - 

1928 

1931 

19321 

1931 

1932 





Bwh- 

eU 

Bush- 

els 

Bush¬ 

els 






Maine......—..—.—. 

3 

3 

4 

28.6 

29.0 


95 

87 

120 

58 

54 

Vermont__ 

5 

5 

5 

26.4 


28.0 

141 


140 

67 

49 

New York. 

182 

173 

154 

25.9 

25.0 

26.0 

5,184 



43 

37 

New Jersey.. 

1 

1 

1 

26.4 

32.0 

26.0 

29 

32 

25 

44 

42 

Pennsylvania. 

18 


mm 

22.2 

BBill 

26.0 

445 


1,725 

46 

39 

North Atlantic. 

mm 

242 

233 

26.7 

BE|I 

be 

5,893 

6,184 

6,014 

m 

38.2 

Ohio. 

153 

06 


25.1 

27.5 

21.0 

4,176 

2,640 

1,800 

31 

24 

Indiana-. 

36 

45 

45 

Kiiij 

24 4 


766 

1,098 


29 

25 

Illinois. 

357 

297 

871 

29.4 

29.0 



8,613 

10,674 

88 

24 

Michigan. 

165 

278 

328 

23.4 

26.0 


4,418 

7,228 

6,660 

39 

30 


541 

731 

768 

28.9 

26.0 


17,248 


23,040 

43 

30 

Minnesota. 

1,383 

1,874 

1,968 

24.6 


24.0 



47,232 

31 

18 

Iowa-... 

367 

521 


27.8 

26.0 

25.0 

11,416 

13,546 

16,000 

32 

20 

Missouri.. 

HE 

20 

19 

19.6 

24.0 

17.0 

194 

mmm 

823 

33 

27 


1,811 

1,812 

2,266 

18.4 

10.2 

17.6 


18,482 

39,638 

47,630 

18,360 

23 

12 

South Dakota. 

1,080 

1,833 

2,053 

19.6 

0.1 

23.2 

22,797 


27 

13 

Nebraska-.. 

277 

820 

918 

21.6 

16.6 


mmm 


25 

15 

TTatirimi , _ __ 

425 

563 

704 

15.7 

bg 

14.0 

6.171 

1^^ 

0,856 

22 

14 

North Central_ 


8,890 

10,129 

1^ 

16.6 

21.8 




80.9 

17.6 

Maryland.... 

Virginia. 


16 

21 

27.3 

33.0 

29.0 


528 


5 

S 


17 

24 

25.4 

33.5 

25.5 


670 


40 

38 

North Carolina.. 

IhS 

24 

19 

* 18.5 

20.0 

17.0 


480 


60 

51 

South Atlantic. 

Ib 

«7 

64 

Bi 

27.7 

lEH 

744 

1,678 

1,544 

bb 

39.6 

Kentucky. 

5 

12 


22.5 


teifii 


360 


39 

is 

Tennessee.... 

15 

17 


17.7 

22.5 

16.2 

259 

382 

821 

48 

43 

nirlAhnTnn. _ _ _ 

119 


138 

15.6 

mm 

12.6 

1,826 


1.725 

26 

18 

Texas.. 

167 

221 


19.3 

23.5 

17.0 

8 , 11 ^ 



23 

17 

South Central. 


356 

jjjm 

17.7 

22.9 

15.4 

5,318 

8,162 

5,810 

26.7 

19.4 

Montana. 


139 

195 

22.8 

15.0 

20.0 

4,303 




24 


122 

148 

163 

29.6 

26.0 

36.0 

8,791 


5,868 

83 

23 

11111 1 111111 1 111 

57 



22.6 

17.6 

19 . C 

1.418 

1,716 

2.413 

40 

25 

HtuffrlTiWWi 1111 1 1 11 111 1 1 1 11 

387 



19.4 

16.6 

16.5 

mmn 

7,316 


27 

19 


7 

■In 


17,6 

23.0 

17 . C 

114 

253 

221 

31 

24 

1 1111 1 111111 1 111 

13 




immi 

35.0 

415 


525 

48 

36 


23 



32 .J 

32.0 

39 . C 

867 

1,216 

mwm 

47 

34 


7 



mm 


38 . C 

292 

155 

266 

67 

41 


65 

5 C 


81 . f 




1,770 

1,920 

35 

33 

Oregon.-. 

71 

74 

9 C 

26 .S 

hbXj 

28 . C 



2,688 


33 

Oalifomia.. 

925 

ms 

1,246 

26.6 

16.8 

31.5 

mam 

13,776 

39,219 

45 

25 

Western. 

1,838 

1,874 

2,409 

25.7 

18.5 

27.2 

EES 



mm 

25.1 

United States. 

■ 

11,419 

13,213 

22.8 

17.4 

22.7 

218,868 

198,380 

299,950 

32.5 

19.8 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Orop Beporting Board* 

1 Preliminary. 

* 5-year average. 
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Table 66. — Barley: World production, 1894-95 to 1932-8$ 


451 


Crop year 

Esti¬ 
mated 
world 
produc¬ 
tion, ex¬ 
cluding 
Russia 

Esti¬ 
mated 
Euro¬ 
pean 
produc¬ 
tion, ex- 
clnding 
Russia 

Selected countries 

United 

States 

Russia^ 

Ger¬ 

many 

Japan 

Canada 

India 




MiUion 

MUliim 

Million 

MiUion 

MiUion 

Million 

MUlion 

MiUion 

muon 

Million 


bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

lg94-95. 

1,035 

544 

78 

197 

131 

81 




17 


li008 

527 

115 

226 

128 

80 



47 

22 

1^90-97.—-. 

'^3 

528 

99 

254 

125 

71 



36 

32 

1897-98. 

907 

481 

103 

239 

118 

73 



46 

21 

1898^. 

1,039 

564 

100 

307 

130 

83 



73 

30 

18^1900.— 

i; 017 

533 

117 

227 

137 

77 



54 


iooo-i. 

1 ,032 

522 

96 

237 

138 

82 





1901-2. 

1,085 

570 

122 

240 

153 

S3 





1902-3. 

li 127 

592 

149 

338 

142 

74 





1903-4. 

103 

693 

147 

867 

153 






1904-5. 

L068 

512 

162 

346 

135 

81 





1906-6. 

l',067 

532 

170 

847 

184 

77 




26 

190^7. 

i;226 

610 

192 

331 

143 

84 



90 

34 

1907-8. 

1,161 

569 

170 

377 

161 




54 

20 

1908-9. 

1,132 

536 

185 

402 

141 

87 

47 



13 

1909-10. 

1,338 

621 

188 

502 

161 

87 

56 


79 

20 

1910-11 . 

1,242 

560 

174 

488 

133 

82 

29 


76 

29 

1911-19 __ _ 

1,326 

606 

160 

437 

145 

86 

44 


87 

26 

1912-13. 

1,345 1 

589 

224 

496 

160 

91 

49 


60 

21 

191JI-U _ _ 

1,396 

632 

178 

600 

169 


48 


69 

27 

1914-15. 

1,213 

546 

195 

3433 

144 

86 

36 

125 

72 

26 

1916-16. 

1,244 

477 

229 

3429 

114 

95 

51 

143 

84 

29 

1918-17. 

1,201 

507 

182 

*305 

128 

89 

43 

148 

87 

30 

1917-lft __ _ - 

1,170 

427 

212 

325 

3 86 

89 

55 

156 

78 


1918-19 . 

1,277 

424 

256 


94 

•89 

77 

156 

90 

■■■rc 

1919-90 _ _ 

1,104 

483 

131 


75 

95 

56 

mm 

82 


1920-21. 

1,234 

564 

172 

216 

82 

92 

63 

150 

90 


1921-22. 

1,216 

556 

131 

118 

89 

88 

60 

1J7 

89 


1922-23. 

1,278 

688 

164 

176 

74 

87 

72 

146 

78 


1923-24. 

1,377 

649 

159 

196 

108 

71 

77 

145 

112 


1924-26. 

1,296 

666 

166 

181 

110 

76 

89 

137 

84 


1926-26. 

1,465 

672 

193 

269 

119 

91 

87 


99 


1928-27. 

1,435 

674 

164 

246 

118 

88 


121 

96 


1927-28. 

1,459 

659 

241 


126 

82 

97 

119 

92 


1928-29. 

1,672 

743 

331 


154 

81 

186 

98 

82 


1929-30 . 

1,764 

827 

280 

331 

146 

80 

102 

118 

97 


1930-31. 

1,687 

769 

304 

811 

131 

72 

135 


mm 


1091-99 

1,486 

691 

198 


139 

77 

67 

112 

91 


1999-513^ 7 

1,669 

799 

300 


148 

78 

83 


127 

82 












Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Ofiloial sources and International Institute of Agriculture. Both 
acreage and production figures refer to the year of harvest. Harvests of the Northern Hemisphere countries 
are combined with those of the Southern Hemisphere which immediately follow; thus for 1931-32 the crop 
harvested in the Northern Hemisphere countries in 1931 is combined with the Southern Hemisphere harvest 
which begins late in 1931 and ends early in 1932. 

1 Includes ^1 Russian territory reporting for the years shown. 

9 Total Russian Empire exclusive of the 10 Vistula Provinces of Russian Poland and the Province of 
Batum in Transcaucasia. _ , * . 

9 Exclusive of Russian Poland, Lithuania, parts of present Latvia and the Ukraine, and two Provinces 
of Transcaucasia. 

* Beginning this year, estimates within present boundaries of the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics 
excluding Tmkestan, Transcaucasia, and the Far East, which regions in 1924-25 produced 20,897,000 
bushels. 

9 Post'War boundaries ha girming this year and therefore not comparable with earlier years. 

9 Beginning this year weighed bushels, those reported for the eadier years being measured bushels. 




















































































Table 67. — Barley: Acreage, yield per acre, and production in epedfled countries, average 1921-22 to 1925-26, annual 1929-30 to 1932-33 
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Production 

1 


386,000 

36,798 

3,080 

5,578 
10,105 
46,470 
2.710 

4.308 
63,678 

127,267 

2.308 
11,637 

147,647 
13,861 
69.119 
32,497 
17,982 
11,483 
14,102 
82,216 
70,606 
10,173 
8,849 
4,147 

1931-32 

i,000 

bushels 

67,383 

198,389 

269,000 

36,066 

3,453 

4.921 

4,207 

ia716 

43,972 

3,274 

4,018 

47,730 

90,724 

2,025 

11,061 

138,622 

9,948 

49,366 

21,867 

17,999 

7,146 

16,660 

64,962 

67.779 

10,846 

8,808 

6,918 

1930-31 

S 1—11'- 

B|fi' 

000 

34,377 

4,433 

6,517 

4,922 

11,032 

48,271 

4,017 

3,825 

42,456 

103,922 

2,367 

11,202 

131,369 

12,278 

65.932 

27.606 
18,573 

7,831 

19,868 

108,912 

67,236 

10,883 

8.606 
6,893 

1929-30 

1,000 

bushels 

102,813 

280.242 

386,000 

46,562 

4,713 

6,960 

4.633 

11,372 

61,093 

6,010 

2,834 

69,604 

97,339 

1,958 

12,071 

146,080 

12,375 

64,072 

31,362 

18,917 

4,766 

0,381 

125,867 

76,233 

12,284 

9,548 

6,687 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1926-26 


000 


Yield per acre 

|S§ 

Bushels 

22.1 

22.7 

1 

1 

f 

1 

t 

1 

coco !COrHc!iCDeo !oo^<^e4a»o»Oooco^>co<«44«o 

! i 

1 

§ 

Bushels 

17.9 

17.4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

oe«t<^kou3»o.^x44CDkoo»cocDc&ooooa»oeQt^cdo>«oc4 

i 

*§eoo 

1 

t>-'4<cD»^t«oa>aoooaooe40coco'^ocotN.ccT-4cot>«<^ 

i 


1 

cD^»»oeoa»^^e40«o^-eooo•-4cooacDa&eoeQookac4*H99 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1926-28 



C4CDeooco'«^'ti4THoe4eo«-4eo-HOco«oaoe^ooco»oa»o 

Acreage 


1,000 

acres 

3,768 

13,213 

17,400 

ssggigssgg i§g§gi§gi3i§§i 

t-T^T 1 oi* i-Ti—Tr-r 'rf‘c4' 

§ 

I , C00 
acres 
3,768 

II, 419 

§ 

isSSSi^SiSgSsSeiiilSS^Sg 

-rf* i-rT-ri-T 

§ 

S-§«fef 

§ 

sf 

1,020 
107 
116 
134 
327 
928 
76 
84 
1,842 
4^643 
171 
683 
3,753 
430 
1,667 
1,131 
1,097 
637 
692 
A 881 
3,048 
448 
437 
276 



§ 

o 

1,120 

101 

118 

132 

308 

917 

78 

63 

1,946 

A480 

174 

679 

3.835 
391 

1.836 
1,178 
1,056 

357 

642 

6,074 

3,110 

629 

452 

281 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1926-26 

1,000 

acres 

3,022 

7,162 

i 

cf 


Country 

NOBTHSBN HBIQSFHEBB 

North America: 

Canada. . 

United States . 

Estimated North American total-.. 

Europe: 

England and Wales. 

Scotland. 

Irish Free State.. 

Norway. 

Sweden. 

Denmark. 

Netherlands .. 

Belgium.— . 

Era^.. . 

Spain. . 

Portugal . 

Ttnly _ 

Germany. . 

Austria.. ... 

Czechoslovakia . 

Hungary . 

Yugoslavia . 

Greece. . 

Bulgaria. . 

Bumania _ 

Poland . 

Lithuania- . 

Latvia . 

Estonia. . 
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Table 68.— Barley: Monthly markeUnga hy farmers, as reported by about S,500 
mills and elevators, United States, 1922—23 to 1931—82 


Percentage of receipts during— 


Year begin¬ 
ning June 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec 

Jan. 

Peb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

Sea. 

son 


P.cf. 

P.cf. 

P.cf 

P.cf. 

P.cf. 

P.cf. 

P.cf. 

P.cf. 

P.cf. 

1^9 

P ct. 

P.cf. 

P.cf. 

P.rf. 

1922-23. 

1.6 

14 4 

20 8 

15.1 

12.3 

7.0 

7.9 

5.6 

4.1 

3.9 

2.3 

3.2 

1.9 


1923-24. 

2.4 

11.6 

20 2 

14.0 

11.8 

9.3 

8.0 

6.7 

4.5 

3.8 

3.6 

3.2 

1 0 


1924-26. 

3.2 

9.9 

16 2 

20.1 

16. G 

8.4 

6.9 

6 2 

3.8 

3.4 

2.2 

2.7 

2.4 


1926-26. 

4.3 

14.1 

19.0 

18.4 

11.8 

6.0 

6.4 

4.3 

3 6 

3.4 

2.4 

3.6 

2.6 


1926-27. 

6.8 

16.1 

21.2 

12.9 

8.8 

7.0 

6.3 

6 3 

3 2 

3.8 

3.7 

3.8 

3.1 


1927-28. 

6.3 

9.6 

18.2 

19.8 

12.3 

7.7 

6.0 

4.9 

4.5 

4 6 

2.3 

2.1 

1 9 


1928-29. 

6.1 

10 4 

21.8 

18.7 

12.1 

7.1 

5.9 

8.6 

3 7 

3 2 

2 7 

2.4 

2 3 


1929-80. 

7.2 

17.4 

26 3 

13.4 

9.2 

6.7 

4.7 

3.6 

8.0 

3 0 

2.7 

2.9 

1.9 


1930-31. 

9.0 

8.8 

24 9 

16.6 


6.0 

6.1 

4.6 

3 6 

3.3 

3.1 

3 1 

1.7 


1931-32. 

3 9 


21.6 

13.9 


6.2 

6.5 

4.6 

4.0 

4.4 

4 2 

3.3 

1.7 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


Table 69. — Barley: Receipts graded by Ucemsed inspectors, all inspection points, 
total of all classes under each grade, 1926-27 to 1981-32 




Grade 

nlng July 

Choice 
No. 1 

No. 1 

Choice 
No. 2 

Special 
No. 2 

No. 2 

Choice 
No. 8 




No.l 

feed 

Sam¬ 

ple 

Total 

1926- 271—. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930.51. 

1931-32.j 

1 

Cars 

481 

2,199 

966 

700 

1,483 

668 

1 

Cars 
2,168 
14,913 
13,128 
9,966 
11,629 
6,014 

Cars 
2,005 
12,161 
20,900 
6,800 
7,067 
2.410 

Cars 

421 

274 

362 

815 

249 

130 

Cars 

4, 929 
10,299 
25,264 
33,907 
12,489 
8,958 

Cars 
4,026 
6,197 
20,129 
7,260 
6,305 
2,743 

Cars 

266 

183 

135 

102 

127 

146 


Cars 
X5,003 
10,923 
11,021 
5,124 
1,927 
873 

Cora 

30,633 

66,336 

98.886 

47,058 

43,617 

22,884 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 1 car equivalent to 1,400 bushels. 


1 Barley grades became effective Aug. 24,1926. 


Table 70. — Barley: Commercial stocks, 1926-27 to 1982-5 
DOMESTIC BARLEY IN UNITED STATES 1 


Crop 

year 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 


May 

June 

July 

1926-27 



1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1 

1,000 
bushels 
6,664 
4,423 
11,985 
10,961 
14,261 
6,710 

1,000 

bushels 

6,116 

4,273 

11,399 

10,415 

12,279 

6,186 

1,000 
buishels 
6,839 
4,688 
9,998 
9,726 
10,159 
4,179 


1,000 

biishels 

3,046 

2,410 

7,873 

6,843 

6,232 

3,006 

1,000 

bushels 

2,720 

2,801 

6,861 

6,366 

6,716 

2,793 


3,108 

3,396 

9,798 

6,746 

6,568 

3,440 

6,041 

9,818 

12,894 

10,945 

7,093 

6,651 

6,649 

10,681 

12,663 

16,866 

7,211 

8,976 

6,957 
11,067 
12,721 
15,018 
7,365 
0,380 

6,769 

11,744 

11,760 

14,637 

7,124 

9,862 





. 




UNITED STATES BARLEY IN CANADA 







272 

40 

1,144 

972 

338 

25 

300 

42 

312 

937 

309 

25 

64 

9 

173 

938 

291 

25 

70 

26 

170 

936 

272 

25 

69 

9 

81 

093 

243 

25 

0 

1 

92 

963 

68 

77 

18 

20 

659 

937 

45 

6 

:iii 

6 

0 

279 

797 

46 

1 

66 

767 

240 

662 

24 

130 

666 

4,171 

1,266 

680 

24 

114 

344 

6,690 

1,749 

444 

24 

111 

162 

2,319 

965 

371 

24 

21 

■HHBl 




■MMM 



CANADIAN BARLEY IN UNITED STATES > 




1926-27,. 

■■■■ 


■■■■1 

|||||||■| 

smiii 

2,942 
1,945 
6,210 
3,086 
1,829 
1,687 

■ 

1,677 
1,191 
3,232 
2,928 
1,267 
1,652 

1 

2^401 

112 

2,623 

2,715 

764 

1,272 

1,573 

483 

3,316 

2,376 

627 

283 

176 

278 

2,110 

2,876 

353 

67 

1927- 28.. 

1928- 29.. 

1929- 30.. 

1930- 81.. 

1931- 52.. 
1032-33.. 

19 

300 

2,277 

1,839 

110 

1 

We^ 

27 

1,751 

1,654 

726 

4 

27 

717 

2,069 

1,999 

832 

4 

46 

1,768 

4,778 

2,637 

1,661 

649 

0 


Economics. Compiled from weekly reports to the grain, hay, and feed market 
news service. Data are for stodks on the Saturday nearest the 1st day of toe montii. 


vTJT*' 7* -vr*-— —«^vate elevators in 42 important markets and also barley afloat 

^ an<3rseab<wd ports. Barley in transit either by rail or water, miH 


-j.- ■. “ r_ , —1—7 ,- m id.ouo*b Qtbuui ujr xou Vi waboi, iui 

sto<^, or sm^ private stocks of barley intended only for local purposes, not included. 

* iJiGludes barley stored at lake and seaboard ports, exclusive of bailey in transit on lakes and 
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Table 71. — Barley, excluding fiour and malt: International trade, average 19^6 
to 1929-SO, annual 1998-99 to 1931-39 


Year beginning July 


Country 

Average, 1926- 
26 to 1929-30 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-321 


Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

PMNCIPAL EXPORT- 












mWtxtm 

1,000 

mwoim 



mwoim 

MimM 

lyOOO 

1,000 

1,000 


bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

United States. 


0 






0 

5,084 

0 

Rumania. 


0 

2 17,560 


2 63,622 



2 

a 32,748 

30 

Canada. 

28,724 

14 

88,668 

8 

6,396 

17 

16,603 

1 

14,449 

2 

Russia. 


0 


0 

23,986 

0 

49,831 

0 

37,544 

0 


KkUH 

36 

8,591 


5,986 


11,612 

0 

13,822 

0 

Poland. 

7;i20 

90 

71989 

■EiS 

121476 

6 

6; 091 

2 

6;550 

0 


6.301 


3,643 

14 

5,293 

31 

6,252 

8 

4,121 

6 

Algeria. 


760 

6,663 

262 

5,298 

305 

3,076 

782 

1,261 

6,624 

Tunis.. 

4,291 

3 477 

7,278 

42 

6,734 

79 

621 

894 

1,013 

1,168 

ChUe. 

2,936 

0 

2,187 

0 

1,859 

0 

1,166 

0 

1,079 

0 

Hungary_ 

2,611 

3 


2 

4,966 

2 

1,231 

7 

108 

81 


2,169 


1,402 

2 

46 

21 

261 

5 

1,793 


Bulgaria.-. 

i;650 

0 

i;969 

0 


0 

3,307 

0 

'802 

0 

Australia. 

1,235 

1 

1,338 

1 

683 

2 

8,472 

0 

>3,408 

30 

Yugoslavia^- 

790 

3 412 

256 


491 

376 


306 

62 

130 

Spain. 

631 

379 

414 


380 

18 

335 

0 

44 

0 

Sweden. 

607 

13 

24 

Hid 

92 

2 

4 

41 

41 

5 

Egypt. 

311 

213 

717 

■1 

138 

76 

5 

230 

3 

660 

Total. 

154,016 

2,724 

166,916 


160,490 

933 


2,287 

124,012 

7,685 























Germany. 

642 

83,642 

409 

78,441 



423 

36,660 

38 

34,923 

United Kingdom 


32,134 


31,418 

. _ 

29,798 


87.827 


30,797 

Netherlands. 

790 

14;460 

1,169 

17,045 


16,572 

1,232 


563 

20,030 

Belgium. 

258 

13,586 

192 

14,592 

811 

16,440 


21,566 

8,427 

19,761 

Denmark. 

2,891 

3,494 

2,884 

1,630 

2,738 

7,522 

2,569 

80,974 

990 

8,200 

Switzerland. 

0 

3,306 

0 

4,262 

0 

■'■ilvri 

1 

5,770 

2 

6,383 

Austria. 

«184 

3.163 

38 

2,432 

23 


36 

4,644 

3 

4,349 

France. 

1,044 


452 

6,483 

693 


87 


84 

19,515 

Norway. 

0 


0 

1,102 

0 

1,617 


2; 293 

0 

1,737 

Irish Free State. 

430 

885 

436 

849 

58 


42 

595 

62 

996 

Greece. 

0 

593 

0 

603 

0 

874 


171 

0 

353 

Cuba _ 

0 

3260 

0 

3 

0 






Estonia_—-__ 

0 

244 

0 

516 

0 

154 


84 

0 


Italy. 

23 


17 

128 

3 

193 


1,206 

0 1 

1,386 

Total. 

6,212 

160,088 

5,586 

158,494 

6,887 

187,698 

6,590 

187,044 

5,109 1 

148,429 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except wbere otherwise noted. 


1 Prelimina^. 

> Monthly Crop Report and Agricultural Statistics. 
»3-year average. 

4 Calendar year. 

»4-year average. 


Table 72. — Barley: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers, 
United States, 1993-94 to 1939-33 


Crop year 

July 

15 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

Oct. 

15 

Nov, 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Jan. 

15 

Feb. 

15 

Mar, 

15 

Apr. 

16 

May 

16 

June 

15 

Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 


C&nis 

Cents 

C&nis 

Cents 

Cents 

CstOs 

Cents 

CeTUs 

Cents 

Cents 

Cevas 

Cents 

Cents 

1923-24. 

64.7 

52.2 

51.9 

64.7 

55.2 

67.6 

56.6 

58.0 

KO!) 

610 


619 

55.3 

1924-25. 

68.8 

76.7 

76.0 

81.4 

79.7 

76.2 

82.4 

84.8 

815 

76.1 

75.9 

76.4 

77.3 

1925-26. 

73.5 

67.1 

60.8 

57.6 

58.0 

58.4 

59.5 

56.3 

54.6 

54.8 

55.1 

53.7 

6213 

1928-27. 

55.3 

55.0 

52.9 

54.4 


56.41 

58.0 

613 

62.2 

64.1 

68.4 

76.8 

69.8 

1927-28. 

71.4 

69.0 

60.5 

66.8 

66.8 

716 

73.6 

75.4 

79.4 

813 

84.5 

817 

72.0 

1928-29. 

77.6 

58.0 

54.1 

55.2 

54.5 

66.0 

56.2 

60.5 

60.1 

58.0 

55.3 

52:6 

58.9 

1929-30. 

55.6 

55.8 

55.2 

64.7 

53.8 

54.6 

53.9 

52.5 

614 

517 


47.6 

54.0 

1930-31. 

40.0 

43.6 

45.3 

41.9 

88.3 

38.8 

86.6 

85.3 

84.4 

85.2 

35.5 

32.6 

41.1 

1931-82. 


28.9 

30.9 

31.6 

35.6 

35.7 

35.7 

35.8 

37.2 

87.1 

33.7 

28.7 

32.2 

1932-33 ^ _ 

24.6 

21.1 

2ai 

18.2 

Kill 

19.3 


















Bureau of Agriculturfd Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices by 
States, we^hted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weighting 
monthly prices by monthly marketings. Mean of prices reported on 1st of month and 1st ox succeeding 
month, August, 1922-Deoember, 1923 
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Table 73.— Barley, No, 2: Weighted average priced 'per hvshel of reported coBh 
sales, Minneapolis, 1923-24 to 19S2-SS 


Crop year 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov 

Dec. 

Jan. 


Mar. 


May 

June 

July 

Weighi- 
od aver¬ 
age 

1923-24 _ 

Cents 

56 

Cents 

58 

Cents 

60 

Cents 

61 


Cents 

62 


Cents 

70 

Cents 

75 

Cents 

70 

Cents 

73 

Cents 

76 

Cents 

63 

jiig 1 wwmHw 

80 

81 

85 

81 

87 

93 

01 

88 

81 

84 

84 

84 

84 

ji j jMmwmi 

72 

66 

65 


65 

65 

62 

62 

63 


64 

67 

67 


63 

62 

05 

64 

67 

69 

m 

72 

77 

88 

88 

81 

71 

1927-28. 

77 

72 

73 

77 

83 

84 


00 

92 

93 

94 

85 

84 

1«9«29 

65 

63 

63 

62 

62 

66 


67 

65 

Km 

60 

69 

65 


62 

63 

59 


60 

58 



67 

56 

60 

48 

59 


53 

54 

52 

48 

47 

44 


44 

48 

45 

39 

42 

47 

1931-32 3. 

45 

50 

50 

51 

51 

51 


53 

51 

44 

35 

31 

4S 

1932-33 ». 

31 

32 

29 

31 

29 







MM 








Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Minneapolis Bally Market Record. Prices 1909- 
10 to 1922-23, appear in 1932 Yearbook, Table 89. 

1 Average of daily prices weighted by car-lot sales 
s Special No. 2 barley used, August, 1929, to end of table. 


Table 74.— Flaxseed: Acreage, production, value, foreign trade, net supply, etc.. 

United States, 1909-1932 


Year 

Acre¬ 

age 

har¬ 

vested 

Aver¬ 

age 

yield 

per 

acre 

Pro¬ 

duc¬ 

tion 

Price 
per 
bushel 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Deo. 1 

Farm 
value, 
basis 
Dec. 1 
farm 
price 

Price 
per 
bushel 
of No. 

1 flax¬ 
seed at 
Minne¬ 
apolis, 
year 
begin¬ 
ning 
Aug. 1 * 

Flaxseed, including lin¬ 
seed oil, in terms of 
seed, year beginning 
Sept. * 

Net 

supply 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 
ports, 
domes¬ 
tic and 
foreign 

Net 

im¬ 

ports 






1,000 


mIESm 

WlSm 


wgaM 


acres 

mmm 

bushels 

Cents 

dollars 

Cents 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

btishels 

1909. 

2, OSS 

9.4 

19, SIS 








1900. 

2,083 

9.5 

19 ; 699 

16a 8 

mem 

197 

6,074 

152 

5,922 

26,621 

1910. 

2,467 

5.2 

12,718 

231.7 

29,472 

250 

laoio 

73 

11,937 

24,655 

1911. 

2,767 

7.0 

19,370 

isai 

35,272 

218 

7,848 

126 

7,722 

27,092 

1912-. 

2,851 

9.8 

28,073 

114.7 

8a202 

142 

3,845 

897 

a 048 

31,021 

1913. 

2,291 

7.8 

17,853 

119.9 

21,399 

150 

9,772 

216 

0,556 

27,409 

1914-. 

1,645 

8.4 

13,749 

126.0 

17,318 

170 

1^729 

571 

iai58 

26,907 

1916. 

1,387 

lai 


174.0 

24,410 


14,441 

313 

14,128 

28,158 

1916. 

1,474 

9.7 

14,296 

248.6 

35,541 

280 

10,946 

607 

10,439 

24,735 

1917-. 

1,984 

4.6 

9,164 

296.6 

27,182 

370 

14,042 

467 

13,676 

2 a 739 

1918. 

1,910 

7.0 

13,869 

KISD 

46,470 


9,230 

482 

8,748 

2a 117 

1919. 

1,261 

S.S 

6, ess 








1919. 

1,293 

5.2 

61770 

438.3 

29,673 

473 

26,483 

467 

26,016 

33,194 

1920. 

1,647 

6.6 


377.0 

19,296 


16,174 

210 

15,955 

26,707 

1921. 

1,143 

7.1 

8,107 

145.2 

11,771 

216 

23.389 

149 


31,269 


1,113 

9.5 


211.8 

22,277 

259 


161 


39,223 



8.2 

16,563 

210.7 

34,898 

244 

39,567 

145 

10,412 

36,472 

1924. 

8,4S5 

S.2 

28,248 








1924. 

3,535 

8.8 

81,237 

227.4 

71,048 

263 

1^849 

124 

1^725 

44,272 

1925. 


7.4 

22,337 

226.6 

50,610 

253 

20,858 

148 

20,710 

43,134 

1926. 

2,736 

6.8 

18,537 

194.1 

36,987 

225 

24,155 

112 


43,378 

1927-. 


9.1 

25,183 

186.0 

46,849 

221 

18,177 

120 


43,904 

1928. 

2,611 

7.3 

19,140 

201.2 

38,515 


23,611 



43,433 

1929. 

2,966 

S.l 1 

IS. 018 





_ 



1929. 

3 ; 047 

5.2 1 


*281.2 

<44.733 

311 

18,537 



34,338 


3,736 

5.7 1 

21,287 

*161.0 



9,938 

69 


KilfEj 

EmB MB 

2,416 

4.9 

11,798 

>110.6 



10,949 

46 


21,921 

IHtlSIl 111 11 11 111 ■ 

■3iiM 

5.7 

11,841 

*86.1 

iliitlii 





_ 




[mBBB 

JllllllH 

[■■■■■■ 




Bureau of Agriculture Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Reporting Board, 
revised, 1919 to 1928. See introductory text; italic figures are census returns. See 1927 Year Book, page 809, 
for data for earlier years. 

1 The figores diown, 1909-1920, are averages of daily closing prices compiled from nn-nnal reports of the 
Minn^poUs Chamber of Oonunerce; 1921-1931, are averages of daily prices weighted by ear-lot sales, 
oonmilea from Minneapolis Baily Market Record. 

* Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the ITnlted States, 1909-1917; Eoreign Commerce and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commorce of the United States, 
June, July, and August issues, 1919-1026, January, June, July, and August Ismes, 1927-1933, and official 
records of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 1 oushel of fi^cseed wel^ 50 pounds; 1 bushel 
of seed yields gallons of oil; and 1 gtdlon of oil weighs 7^ pounds. 

> Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

* Baaed on weightedf average price for crop marketing season. 

® Preliminary. 
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Table 75. — Flaxseed: Acreage^ yields production, and weighted average price, hy 
States, averages, and annual 19S1 and 1932 


State 

Acreage harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Weighted av¬ 
erage price 
per bushel, 
crop market¬ 
ing season 


g 

1931 

1932 i 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919- 

1928 

1931 

1932 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

19321 

1931 

1932 


1,000 

acres 



Bush¬ 

els 

Bush¬ 

els 

Bush¬ 

els 

1,000 

bushels 



Cerds 

Cents 

Wisconsin. 

10 

7 

6 

11.4 

9.5 

12.0 

121 

66 

72 

116 

93 

Minnesota. 


861 

620 

■Qgl 

Ha 

9.2 




121 

90 

Iowa. 

14 

23 

26 

9.6 

8.0 

9.0 

148 

184 

225 

120 

84 

Missouri. 

3 

2 

2 

16.9 


6.5 

16 

10 

11 

123 

72 

North Dakota. 


1,067 

930 

■Ail 

3.8 

4.0 


mmM 

■Mil 

112 

86 

South Dakota. 

619 

211 

166 

7.7 

3.1 

4.7 

3,784 

664 

776 

113 

82 

Nebraska. 

7 

6 


8.4 

3.5 

■o 

68 

21 

IS 

99 1 

69 

Kansas. 

39 

61 

46 

6.4 

6.5 

6.6 

243 

336 

299 

112 1 

72 

Montana. 

186 

178 

286 

6.1 

2.6 

8.6 

mmEM 


998 

108 

76 

Wyoming. 

4 

10 

6 

■mi 

wm 

3.6 

30 


18 

102 

84 

United States.... 

2,033 

2,416 

2,087 


4.9 

5.7 





86.1 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 


1 Preliminary, 
s 5-year average. 


Table 76. — Flaxseed: World production, 1919-20 to 19S2-SS 


Crop year 

World 
produc¬ 
tion, in¬ 
cluding 
Russia! 

North¬ 
ern 
Hemi¬ 
sphere 
produc¬ 
tion, in¬ 
cluding 
Russia 

Euro¬ 
pean 
produc¬ 
tion, In- 
dudlng 
Russia 

Selected countries 


Russia 

United 

States 

India 

Canada 

Poland 

Lithu¬ 
ania * 

Uru¬ 

guay 

S 1 

I 

1,000 
bmhels 
36,877 
62,361 
38,427 
50,236 
06,797 
84,460 
81,876 
71,080 
76,716 
68,607 
60,269 1 
70,376 i 
6:1,135 

1,000 

bushels 

13,426 

14,894 

14,424 

16,813 

19,664 

23,982 

32,:{91 

28,801 

29,146 

30.630 
37,776 
37,816 

32.631 



1 

1 

1 

1,000 

bushels 

656 

637 

866 

1,816 

2,129 

1,872 

2,260 

2,472 

2,790 

2,413 

8,173 

2,335 

1,941 

1 

1,000 

bushels 

932 

966 

6L9 

719 

1,178 

1,642 

2,030 

1,970 

1,954 

2,030 

3,228 

6,066 

4,837 

■■MHI 

■Bi 


nnnm 

HBH 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Offloiol sources and International Institute of Agriculture. ’PtO' 
duction figures refer to the year of harvest. Harvests of the Northern Hemisphere countries are combined 
with those of the Southern Hemisphere, which immediately follow; thus for 1932-38 the crop harvested 
in the Northern ncmisphero oountxies in 1932 is combined with the Southern Hemisphere harvest which 
begins late In 1932 and ends early in 1933. 

1 Excludes a few minor producing countries for which no statistics ore available and which do not enter 
into world trade. 

> Elax and hemp. 

s Estimate of Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


























































































Table 77.— Flax: Acreage and production in specified countries^ average 1921—22 to 1925—26, annual 1929—30 to 1932—33 



Total Etuopean ootmtrles 
reporting all years. In- 

dudingAslatloBussia,— 3,829,808 6,233,131 6,643,234 8,404,054 8,453,650| 3,996 6,449 4,361 2,650 1,788 846,614 
















































































ICS OF GRAINS 


459 














































460 YEARBOOK OP AGRICULTURE, 1933 

Table 78. — Flaxseed: Monthly marketings hy farmers^ as reported hy about SfiOO 
mills and elevatorsj United States, 1922-23 to 1931-32 


Percentage ot receipts during the crop year 


Year beginning July 

July» 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Deo. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

Sea¬ 

son 


P.ct. 

P.cf. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 

P.ct. 


2.5 

13.4 


23.3 

11.4 

5.9 

4.7 

3.0 

2.7 

2 3 

1.6 

1.6 

loao 

irr! z Ywwiiwwww 

1.1 



27.3 

12.1 

6.0 

2.6 

2.3 

2.0 

1.6 

2.1 

2.3 

100.0 


.6 

5.3 


34.5 

17.8 

6.7 

3.8 

2.7 

1.8 

1.4 

1.2 

1.3 

100,0 


1.1 

11.1 


23.6 

12.4 

■n 

2.7 

2.0 

1.8 

1.6 

1.9 

2.1 

100.0 


1.4 

12.0 


82.5 

11.2 


2.4 

2.3 

1.7 

.9 

1.7 

2.1 

100.0 

1927-28. 

1.0 

6.1 

32.9 

33.4 



3.0 

1.9 

1.9 

1.2 

1.7 

1.1 

100.0 

IIj g 'JHWWWWIII 

1.1 

7.2 

31.1 

35.3 

11.6 

Bn 

2.1 

1.2 

1.4 

1.0 

1.6 

1.2 

100.0 


1.9 

19.9 

35.6 

23.9 

9.1 

3.3 

1.3 

1.1 

1.0 

.8 

1.0 

1.1 

100.0 


2.2 

21.3 

31.4 

18.5 

9.0 

4.3 

2.6 

2.5 

2.0 

2.3 

2.1 

1.8 

loao 


m 

H^j 



5.9 

2.8 

2.0 

2.0 

1.4 

1.4 

1.8 

1.4 

100.0 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 July marketings are composed of receipts of the current year’s crop from Eansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and 
other States In the southern part of the ilax belt and receipts of the previous year’s crop from the Dakotas, 
Minnesota, and Montana. 


Table 79. — Flaxseed: Receipts at Minneapolis, hy months, 192S-2i to 1931-32 


Year begin¬ 
ning August 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Deo. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Total 



1,000 





WM 


WM 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


tnah. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

1923-24. 

EKIO] 

2,654 

1,963 


877 

358 


229 


296 

296 

264 

9,714 

1924-25. 

269 

2,265 

3,475 

2,781 

1,376 

1,244 


671 

374 

mm 


286 

14,334 

111 VI 1 


3,331 

2,746 

KJUifi 

722 

376 

276 


367 

431 


294 

11,412 

1 1 1 V 1 1 


1,539 

2,905 

1,103 

669 

415 

318 

273 

169 

257 

277 

145 

8,900 

1 'VrAi: 111 V11 

441 

4,465 

3,894 

1,005 

490 

716 

495 

471 

811 

439 

467 

143 

13,887 

' *1 ^ ^ ^ i i ^ 

662 

3,454 

3,690 

1,278 

601 

373 

328 

328 

255 

244 

330 

180 

11,713 

1 111 V11 


2,939 

1,769 

624 

403 

180 

116 

133 

142 

390 

318 

162 

8,410 

’ vliBiti 111 • 11 


2,296 

1,213 

912 

472 


368 

449 

359 

355 

611 

154 

9,925 

1931-32. 

2,110 

1,476 

840 

321 

264 






















Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from annual reports of the Minneapolis Chamber of 
Commerce. 


Table 80. — Flaxseed: Commercial stocks, 1926-27 to 1932-33 


DOMESTIC FLAXSEED IN UNITED STATES» 


Crop year 

Sept. 

Oot. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Jnne 

July 

Aug. 

10Sfi-97 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 




1,000 

Imhels 

2,328 

3,542 

1,142 

867 

1,367 

639 

1,000 

bushels 

2,089 

2,816 

780 

740 

1,273 

492 

1,000 

bushels 

2,014 

2,178 

681 

696 

1,205 

555 




1,000 

bushels 

909 

615 

370 

314 

672 

763 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30-. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

584 

817 

159 

467 

746 

1,596 

1,583 

704 

924 

1,903 

1,388 

2,668 

5,353 
2,721 
1,179 
2,202 
1,920 
2,095 

4,703 

1,343 

610 

1,431 

1,585 

1,160 

i 










Bureau of A^cultural Economics. Compiled from weekly reports to the grain, hay, and feed market 
news service. Data are for stocks on the Saturday nearest the first day of the month. 


^ Includes flaxseed In store in public and private levators in 42 important markets and also the flaxseed 
afloit in vessels or barges in the harbors of lake and seaboard ports. Flaxseed in transit either by rail or 
water, mill stocks, or small private stocks of flaxseed intended only for local purposes, not included. 
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Table 81.— Flaxseed: International tradSy average 1926-1929^ annual, 1928-1981 


Oalendar year 


Country 

Average 1926- 
1929 

1928 

1929 

1930 

19311 


Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PBINCIPAL BXPOBT- 












1,000 

MKJM 


mEuUM 

mmyjm 

mKum 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


bvihels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

Argentina_ 

63,699 


76,647 

0 

63,677 


46,047 

31 

74,022 

687 

British India-. 

9,442 

763 

6.835 

632 


876 

10,455 

736 

4,500 

0 

Canada--- 

2,828 

668 



851 

1,374 

1,397 

809 

1,046 

310 


2,084 

0 

2,379 

0 

mmsm 


3,175 

0 



Lithuanm___ 

811 

0 

275 


971 

0 

792 

0 

439 

0 

Latvia___ 

644 

660 

379 

708 

604 

682 

423 

305 

206 

161 


863 

0 

378 

0 

369 

0 

318 

0 

671 

0 

Eritrea * _ 

188 

0 

107 

0 

20 

0 

20 

0 

37 

0 

China_ 

117 

0 

10 

0 

1 

0 

23 

0 

170 

0 

Estonia_ 

86 

31 

I2j 

76 

113 

42 

99 

3 

7 

1 


66 

9 

«6 

ao 

>43 

44 

78 

0 



Tunis_—_—— 

47 

0 

64 

0 

39 

0 

25 

0 

16 

0 

Total-— 

80,306 

1,931 

89,942 

1,174 

78,884 

8,018 

62 ,862^ 

1,884 

























United States—- 

0 

20,640 


17,679 

0 

24,243 


12,662 

0 

14,480 

Netherlands- 

208 

13,639 


16,481 

264 

14,196 


■Wt»^ 

88 

16,624 

Germany- 

80 

13,602 

67 

17,439 

148 

12,439 

47 

9,274 

26 

13,404 

United Kingdom-— 

0 

13.430 

0 

13,884 

0 

11,369 

Qj 

8,915 

0 

13,517 

Prance__ 

20 

7,368 

16 

8,272 

29 

8,434 

27 

7,499 

30 

10,380 


301 


326 


373 




366 

rnmn 

Italy. 

1 

2,380 

0 


2 




0 

2,412 

Sweden__ 

0 

1,477 

0 

1.662 

0 

1,384 


1.426 

0 

1,884 


0 

967 

0 


0 

1,498 





Czechoslovakia_ 

10 

886 

7 

966 

19 

1,112 

33 

796 



Denmark_ 

0 

696 

0 

867 

0 

676 

0 

643 



Spain_-_ 

3 

663 

0 

918 

0 

748 

0 

749 



Norway_ 

0 

602 

0 

648 

0 

678 

0 

637 



Poland._ 

276 

622 

317 

861 

673 i 

818 

64 




Japan___ 

0 

464 

0 

681 

2 

626 


224 



Finland_ 

0 

222 

0 

241 

0 

314 

0 

141 



Hungary- 

27 

92 

25 

118 

78 

126 

283 

188 



Austria--- 

0 

16 

0 

15 

0 

17 

1 

16 

0 

19 

Total_ 

926 

81,616 

922 

88,986 

1,488 

86,293 

806 

69,160 

639 

83,380 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. OfiQlcial sources except where otherwise noted. 
I Preliminary. 

* Intematiojud Yearboolc of Agricultural Statistics. 


Table 82 , — Flaxseed: Estimated average price per bushel received by 'producers. 
United States, 1928-2Ji to 1982-88 


Crop year 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

16 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

16 

Dec. 

16 

Jan. 

16 

Peb. 

15 

Mar. 

16 

Apr. 

15 

May 

16 

June 

15 

July 

16 

Weight¬ 

ed 

average 

1923-94 

Cents 

210.4 

Cents 

208.4 

Cen*s 

212.1 

Cents 

211.4 

Cents 

218.8 

Cents 

21&8 

Cents 

224.9 

Cents 

223.7 

Cents 

217.7 

Cents 

222.6 

Cents 

213.1 

Cents 

218.1 

Cents 

212.2 

1924-2S _ 

210.2 

201.2 

210.8 

222.7 

236.8 

271.8 

276.3 

267.8 

244.7 

261.8 

246.8 

227.6 


1926-2fl 

229.6; 

227.9 

228.9 

228.1 

232.1 

224.5 

i 216.4| 

202.9 

207.0 

206.4 

203.9 

208.7 


1926-27_ 

216.7 

211.3 

197.6 

195.6 

196.4 

193.0 

1 195.7 

195.1 

196.1 

206.7 

204.7 

198.4 


1927-2S. _ 

203.7 

197.1 

191.2 

184,2 

186.3 

188.4 

: 189.9 

194.8 

198.4 

216.4 

210.6 

209.0 
217.0 

195.5 

233.2 

193.6 

104.6 

1928-29 _ _ 

181.7 

181.6 

198.1 

198.1 

206.4 

211.1 

. 218.4 

219.2 

214.7 

1929-39 

269.6 

286.4 

300.6 

286.1 

287.7 

279.8 

131.7 

275.0| 
126.2' 

261.6 

263.7 

246.9 

245.6 

192.7 


1920-21 _ __ 

191.9 

168.1 

162.2 

133.6 

137.6 

130.4 

128.6 

129.9 

120.1 

132.6 

158.1 

1931-39 

120.4 

113.1 

88.1 

106.6 

87.7 

121.9 

87.1 

118.7 

82.8 

116.1 

naOj 

118.7 

116.1 

106.7 

86.2 

sag 

112.6 

193^ _ 

79.3 







1 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, by 
States, weighted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weighting 
monthly prices by monthly marketings. Mean of prices on first of month and first of succeeding months 
August, 1922-December, 1923 

163060®--33-30 
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Table 83.— Flaxseed, No, 1: Weighted average priced per bushel of reported cash 
sales, Minneapolis 1923-^4 io 1932-33 


Crop year 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov, 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Weight- 

average 


Oenis 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923-24. 

231 

238 

m 

242 

246 

250 

258 

249 

247 

246 

244 

247 

244 

1924r25. 

2t4 

226 

240 

268 

284 

315 

312 

297 

279 


268 

249 

263 

1926-26. 

254 

259 

258 

266 

261 

260 

243 

232 

234 


233 

244 

263 

1926-27. 

238 

233 

221 

222 

224 

223 

226 

222 

224 

234 

226 

223 

226 

1927-28. 

222 

221 

213 

213 

216 

224 

227 


236 

246 

238 

221 

221 

1928-29. 

205 

209 

228 

235 

239 

245 

265 


245 

245 

248 

276 

229 

1929-30. 

279 

323 

332 

324 

322 

308 

305 

292 

292 


271 

232 

311 

1930-81. 

200 

190 

180 

165 

161 

167 

166 

168 

157 

166 

148 

164 

176 

1931-32. 

141 

137 1 

132 

146 

143 

141 

140 

140 

136 

121 


98 


1932-33. .. 

101 

113 

113 

106 

109 








136 















Biureaa of Agricultural Economics. Oompiled from Minneapolis Dally Market Record. Prices lSd9- 
1900 to 1922-23 appear in 1932 Yearbook, Table 100. 

1 Average of dally prices weighted by car-lot sales. 


Table 84 .—Quantity of flaxseed crushed and linseed oil produced, United States, 

1919-20 to 1931-32 


Year bednning 
October 

Flaxseed crushed 

Oil produced 

Octo- 

ber-De- 

cember 

Janu- 

ary- 

March 

April- 

June 

July- 

Septem- 

oer 

Total 

October- 

Decem- 

ber 

January 

March 

April- 

June 

July- 

Septem- 

ber 

Total 

1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 j 1 

itiiiiiiiiiii 

1 t 1 1 1 1 1 1 i 1 1 1 1 

iiitiiiiiiiti 
iiiiiiiiiiiii 

1 1 1 1 1 ■ 1 1 1 1 > 1 I 

tiiiiiiiiiiii 

1 1 I f 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 t 1 

t,000 
bushels 
7,684 
6,341 
7,639 
8,602 
8,970 
11,630 
11,798 
11,086 
12,699 
11,191 
9,947 
7,391 
7,112 

1,000 

bushels 

6,336 

6,343 

6,713 

8,202 

9,676 

12,616 

10,661 

11,037 

11,886 

10,839 

7,966 

6,571 

6,893 

1,000 

bushels 

6,407 

6,332 

3,441 

8,689 

9,434 

9,128 

7,767 

8,963 

9,608 

9,962 

7,270 

7,206 

3,607 

1,000 

bushels 

6,642 

6,812 

6,583 

8,223 

7,550 

7,822 

9,600 

9,061 

7,603 

10,321 

6,887 

7,610 

3,739 

1,000 

bushels 

26,969 

24,828 

23,:e76 

33,806 

36,629 

40,996 

89,716 

40,136 

41,795 

42,313 

31,070 

28,777 

19,751 

uooo 

pounds 

139,960 

120,502 

137,628 

168,763 

166,660 

211,964 

217,992 

206,490 

238,046 

206,273 

182,228 

131,257 

130,479 

1,000 

pounds 

117,226 

118,787 

124,941 

156,148 

177,683 

229,644 

194,607 

202,162 

223,761 

202,363 

146,970 

118,417 

99,783 

1,000 

pounds 

121,407 

118,887 

70,239 

178,287 

176,187 

169,980 

144,960 

167,232 

179,682 

187,019 

130,863 

130,636 

65,704 

1,000 

pounds 

126,138 

107,716 

102,681 

164,688 

139,862 

146,306 

174,067 

169,274 

141,889 

191,977 

108,236 

141,206 

68,503 

1,000 

pounds 

604,731 

466,892 

436,280 

646,766 

669,192 

767,784 

731,606 

746,164 

783,218 

787,622 

667,297 

521,514 

364,529 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Oompiled from reports of the Bureau of the Oensus, “Animal and 
vegetable fats and oils.” 


* Preliminary. 
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Table S5.~Lin8eed oil: International tradef average 1925-19^^9^ annual 1928-1931 


CJountary 


Calendar year 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics, official source except where otherwise noted. Conversions made on 
the basis of 7.5 pounds to the gallon. 

Preliminary. 

> International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

»3-year average. 

Table 86. —Linseed oil, raw: Average car-dot 'price per gallon in barrels, New York, 

1923-24 to 1932-3$ 


Aug. Sept. Oot. 




97 78 
63 57 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Oil, Paint and Drug Eeporter, average of weekly 
ranges. Data for 1910->11 to 1922-23 are available in the 1930 Yearbook, p. 666, Table 103. 

1 Beginning October, 1025, prices are quoted on pound basis and have been converted to price per g^on 
by mmtiplytng by 7.5. 
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Table 87 .—Linseed meal, S4- per cent protein: Average price per ton, Minneapolis, 
bp months, 19SS-S4 to 193S-SS ’ 



Bureau of Agricaltursa Economics. Oompildd from reports made to the Bureau. Quoted "'per ton, 
bagged, in oar lot^ sight-draft basis.” 


Table 88 . — Rice, rough: Acreage, production, value, exports, etc,, United States, 

1909-19S2 



Foreign trade, mostly cleaned rice, 
but including rice bran, meed, ana 
brokenrice,reduced toroughbasis, 
year beginning July * 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. See 
1937 Yearbook, p. 819, for data for earlier years. 

1 Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1909-1917; Foreign Oommeroe and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreim Commerce of the United States, 
June issues, 1919-1926; January and June issues, 1927-1932, and offl^ records of the Bureau of Foreign 
and Bomestio Oommeroe. 

* The dlftete^ between the total exports (domestic exports plus reexports plus shipments to Alaska, 
Hawaii, and Puerto Bioo) and total importe. Net exports indicated by +; net imports indicated by 
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Table 89. — Eice, rough: Acreage^ yield, production, and December 1 price, by States, 
averages, and annual 1981 and 1932 


Price per 
bushel 

Acreage harvested Yield per acre Production received by 

producers 
iJecember 1 

State _:--- 


Aver- Aver- Aver- 

1®- 1331 19321 1931 1932 1031 10321 1931 1932 

1928 1928 1928 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 


1 Prdlminary. 

Table 90. — Rice, in terms of clean rice: World production, 1909-10 to 19$2S8 


Crop year 


Esti¬ 
mated 
world 
produc¬ 
tion, ex¬ 
clusive of 
China 



Production In selected countries 1 


Slam. Chosen 

dura* 


Million Million Million Million MiUion \Million 
pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Both acreage and production figures refer to the year of harvest. 
Harvests of the Northern Hen^phere countries are combined with those of the Southern Hemisphere 
which Immediately follow; thus, for 1931-32 the crop harvested in the Northern Hemisphere countries in 
1931 is combined Mh the Southern Hemisphere harvest which begins late in 1931 and ends early in 1932. 
Estimates of world rice production for the period 1900-01 to 1908-00 appear in Agriculture Yearbook, 
1924, p. 653. 

1 China is an important producing country, but offlcial statistics are not available* 

3 Estimates of the production ofnce on nonirrigated land are not available prior to 1916-17. Estimates 
for the years 1909-10 to 1916-16 as riven here are for the production on Irrigated land. Estimates for the 
years 1916-17 to 1931-32 are for the total production. . , 

s Estimated figures obtained by mult^lldi^ acre^e under rice as classified for revenue purposes up to 
1912-13, and acreage as reported by the Bepartment of Land and Agriculture from 1912-13 on by an average 
yield for the years 1920-21 to 1923-1^ for which years offlcial estimates have been published of acreage, yield, 
and total production. 

* Preliminary. 
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Table 91. — Rice: Acreage and production in specified countries, average 19Sl-g 
to IQHS-Se, annual 1930-31 to 193^-33 



Acreiigc 

Production 

Country 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1926-20 

1930-31 

1931-32 

1032-331 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1921-22 

to 

1926-26 



1932-331 

NOBTHEBN HEHISFHBBE 

United States_ 

1,000 

acres 

921 

1,000 

acres 

961 

1,000 

acres 

978 

1,000 

acres 

869 

Million 

pounds 

990 

Million 

pounds 

1,248 

102 

MiUion 

pounds 

1,278 

98 

MiUion 

pounds 

1,093 

MAYirw_ 

^95 

90 

89 


377 

TTft'Wft.ii_ 

*3 



3 18 



Central America, South America, and 
West Indies: 

Gti atom ala.,.. 

a 




3 




Salvador_ 

3 13 




a 17 




Ooatft Rica... ,. - -_ 

MS 




<5 




Colombia_ 

M2 




<21 




■Rritish Cnift-nft _ 

46 

60 



62 

86 



Dutch Goiana_ 




14 

28 

36 


Trinidad and Tobago--.. 

38 

9 



33 

3 


Europe: 

116 

120 

113 

118 

376 

426 

362 

433 

Portugal..._ 

18 

36 

37 

22 

34 



Italy.-_-.... 

316 

861 

359 

335 

729 

886 

901 

894 

Yugoslavia___ 

4 

4 


3 

3 

Bulgaria--.. 

11 

17 

14 

13 

14 

24 

19 

22 

Prench West Africa: 

French Guinea... 

<2,008 

no 

<1,106 
66 

French Seni^al__ 

74 



44 



Upper Volta_ 

344 



36 

6 



Sierra Xicone.._-_ 

390 

297 



311 

373 



■Rgypt __ - 

192 

369 

67 

489 

296 

610 

98 

748 

68,687 

Asia: 

India_-...-_-_ 

81,400 

3 

82,70($ 

84,260 


70,270 

3 


73,893 

Andaman and Nicobar_ 


British North Borneo.. 

62 

62 

68 


42 

39 



Brunei..—_ 

*3 



<2 



Frach establishments in India.. 

46 




29 




Japanese Empire- 

Japan_ 

7,706 

3,824 

7,938 

7,962 

4,104 

1,666 

7,976 

3,824 

18,107 
4,666 

1,747 

.8 

21,009 

6,026 

2,315 

6 

17,346 

4,987 

2,350 

' 18,906 
6,066 

ChoRen (K!orea) __ _ 

4,073 

1,616 

2 

Taiwan (Formosa). 

1,262 

3 

Ewantnng_-_ 



French Indochina_ 

11,949 

6,964 

197 

14,843 

7,189 

12,926 

6,378 




7,773 

6,681 


Siam.. 



Federated Malay States.— 



Unf^erated Malay States. 

407 




284 




Straits Settlements... 

72 




76 




Philippine Islands. 

4,229 

4,4^ 



2,744 

471 

3,064 



Ceylon. 

799 





SOnTnSBN HSMISFHEBB 







BrazU. 

*1,029 

16 




*1,033 

19 

1,426 



Argentina. 

12 


, 



Belgian Congo.. 

27 







Madagascar___ 

«1,208 
8,014 
11 

1,354 

8,812 

1,286 

8,679 


*1,322 

7,066 

10 

120,000 

ftOK 

1,065 

7,732 


Java and Madura.. 

9,105 

mm 

7,927 

Fiji Islands. 

Estimated world total excluding 
China.... 




137,000 

132,000 









Bureau of A&lcultural Economics. Both acreage and production figures refer to the year of harvest. 
Harvests of the Northern Hemisphere counties are combined with those of the Southern Hemisphere which 
Immediately follow; thusi for 1930-31 the crop harvested in the Northern Hemisphere countries in 1030 is 
combined with the Southern Hemisphere harvest which begins late in 1930 and ends early in 1931. 

1 Preli m ina r y. «1 year only. »4ryear average. 

^ 3-year average. * 2-y^ average. 
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Table 92.—“Rice, rough: Receipts at mills in Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas, and 
Tennessee, by months, 1923-24 to 1932“S3 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. Mostly cleaned rice. 
Under rice is included paddy, unhulled, roi^h, cleaned, polished, broken, and cargo rice, in addition to 
rice flour and meal. Bice bran is not included. Bough rice, or paddy, where specifically mport^, hw 
been reduced to terms of cleaned rice at the ratio of 102 pounds of rough or unhuUed to 100 pounds of cleaned. 

Bice, other than whole or cleaned rice,” in the returns of the United Kingdom is not considered paddy, 
since the chief sources of supply indicate that it is practically sdl hulled rice.^Cargo rice, a n^ure of 
hulled and unhulled, is included without being reduced to t^rms of cleaned. Broken rice and rice flour 
and meal, are taken without being reduced to terms of whole cleaned rice. 

* Preliminary. 

* Includes, 0 months land trade. 

* Year ended Mar. 31 of following year. 

4 International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 
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Table 94. — Rice. Blue Rose, clean: ^ Average wholesale price per 100 pounds. New 
Orleans, mS-U to lOSlSe 


Crop year 

Aug 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Doc. 



Mar. 

Apr, 

May 

June 

July 

Aver¬ 

age 


Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 


Dol/s. 

Dolls. 

BHI 

Dolls, 

1923-24. 

3 78 

isSI 

4.88 

4.66 

4.38 

4.62 

4.69 

6.06 


5.88 

6.12 

6.19 

4.94 

1924-25. 


5.69 

5.12 

6.50 

ESni 

6.30 

6.50 


6.34 

6 50 

6.81 


6.17 

1925-26. 




6.84 

6.41 

6.31 

G.59 

6.25 

6.10 


5.94 


6.18 

1926-27. 



4.81 

4.44 

4.38 

4.50 

4.19 

4.34 

asi 

4 12 

4.52 


4.51 

1927-28. 

4.12 

4.12 

3.84 

3.62 

3.69 

3.75 

3.60 

3. 62 

8.50 

4 12 

4.28 

kJhQ 

3.87 

1928-29.-. 

4.12 


3.91 

3 81 

3.94 

4.12 

3.88 

3.88 

3.88 

3 76 

3.81 

EviVI 


1929-30. 


3.72 

3.78 

3.88 

3.84 

4.00 

4.12 

4.31 

4.31 

EEl 

4.31 

4.31 

4. 12 

1930-31. 


4,12 

3 75 

3 50 


3.25 

3.44 

3.31 

3.44 

3.22 

3.00 

3.13 

3.47 

1931-32. 

3 28 

2 94 

2.66 

2 81 

2.75 
























Bureaa of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from annual reports of the New Orleans Board of Trade. 


1 The term “clean” is equivalent to “milled.” 

Table 95. — Buckwheat: Acreage, production, value, exports, etc.. United States, 

1919-1932 


Year 

Acreage 

har¬ 

vested 

Average 
yield per 
acre 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Price per 
bushel 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Dec. 1 

Farm 
value, 
basis 
Dec. 1 
farm 
price 

Foreign trade, including flour, 
year beginning July 1 

Domestic 

exports 

Imports 

Net 

balance > 


1,000 

Bushels 

1,000 



1,000 

i,000 

1,000 


acres 

of 48 lbs. 

bushels 

Cents 

dollars 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

1019_ _ 

745 

17 1 

18,690 






1919. 

713 

17.3 

12,327 

145.9 

17,984 

245 

160 


1920. 

714 

16.7 

11,924 

127.1 

15,153 

399 

336 

+63 


638 

18.6 

11,777 

80.9 

9,532 

485 

113 

+372 

1922. 

728 

16.2 

11,776 

88.2 

10,385 

172 

286 

-114 

1923. 

692 

16.9 

11,662 

93.2 

10,870 

92 

322 

-230 

1924. 

717 

16. S 







1924. 

737 

17,0 



12,806 

191 

546 

-366 

1925. 

742 

16.9 


88.6 

11.116 

79 

88 

-9 

1926. 

683 

16.2 


88.1 

9,764 

66 

86 

-20 

1927. 

758 

16.8 


82.9 

10,683 

554 

74 

-H80 

1928. 

672 

16,0 


86.7 

8,727 

229 

79 

+160 

1929. 

ess 

IS. 4 

8,SS9 






1929. 

627 

13.9 

81692 

>96.3 


22 

171 

-149 


673 

12.1 

6,960 

>78.9 

45,493 

85 

426 

-341 

1931. 

506 

17.0 

8,890 

>42.3 

43,764 

524 

14 

+610 

1932». 

464 

14.8 

6,844 

>39.6 

4 2,713 












Bureau of Agrlculturta Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Boporting Board, re¬ 
vised, 1919 to 1928. See introductory text; italic figures are census returns. See 1927 Yearbook* p. 825, for 
data for earlier years. 

1 Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Oommeroe of the United States, June issues, 1919- 
1926; January and June issues, 1927‘-1932 and official records of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Oom- 
moroe. Buckwheat—Imports for consumption,. 1909-1924—general Imports, 1925-1932; buckwheat flour 
imports for consumption 1900-1932, Buckwheat flour converted to terms of grain on the basis that 1 barrel 
of flour is the product of 7 bushels of grain. 

s The difference between total exports (domestic exports plus reexports) and total Imports. Net exports 
indicated by-f; net imports indicated by—. 

8 Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

* Based on weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

8 Preliminary. 
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Table 96.— Buckwheat: Acreage, yield, 'production, and xoeighted average price, 
by States, averages, and annual 1931 and 1932 


State and division 

Acreage harvested 

Yield PM acre 

Production 

Weighted 
average 
price per 
bushel, 
crop mar¬ 
keting 
season 


Aver¬ 

age, 

1924^ 

1928 


19321 

I 

1931 

1932 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

19321 

1931 

1932 


1,000 

acres 



Bush. 

Bush. 

Bvsh. 

1,000 

bush. 

1,000 

bush. 


Cents 

Cents 

Maine. 

13 

9 

13 

22.5 

17.6 

21.0 

297 

168 

273 

59.0 

48.0 

Vermont. 

2 

2 

2 

22.0 

18.0 

22.0 

47 

36 

44 

59.0 

42,0 

New York. 

199 

168 

149 

18.0 

18.0 

16.5 

3,544 

2,844 

2,458 

41.0 

39.0 

New Jersey. 

2 

1 

1 

19.4 

21.0 

21.0 

39 

21 

21 

42.0 

49.0 

Pennsylvania-. 

201 

162 

138 

18.8 

21.6 

15.0 



2,070 

40.0 

39.0 

North Atlantic. 

417 

332 

303 


19.7 

16.1 



4,866 


39.6 

Ohio. 

25 

24 

Ki 

19 0 

21.0 

13.6 

444 



42.0 

38.0 

Indiana. 

14 

17 

mam 

13.4 

14.0 

14.0 

178 

238 

238 

43.0 

37.0 

Illinois___ 

5 

4 

ma 

15.0 

12.5 

14.5 

76 

60 

58 

55.0 

42.0 

Michigan. 

45 

18 

20 

13.0 

10.0 

14.5 

674 

180 

290 

47.0 

35.0 

Wisconsin. 

24 

11 

12 

12.8 


11.6 

318 

110 

138 

48.0 

41.0 

Minnesota. 

80 

31 

26 

11.7 


9.0 

911 

264 

225 

32.0 

27.0 

Iowa.. 

7 

2 

3 

14.8 


14.0 

^H3 

18 

42 

59.0 

41.0 

Missouri. 

1 

1 

1 

11.6 


12.0 

11 

10 

12 

ESXl 

43.0 

North Dakota. 

14 

9 

4 

11.9 

6.0 

5.0 


54 

20 

30.0 

25 0 

South Dakota. 

18 

6 

4 

11.7 

5.0 

7.6 

223 

30 


29.0 

25.0 

Nebraska. 

1 

1 

t 

11.2 

8.5 

8.5 

11 

8 

8 

55.0 

25.0 

North Central. 

234 

124 

111 

13.5 

11.8 

12.0 


1,466 

1,331 

41.6 

35.5 

Delaware. 

2 1 

IJ 

1 

11 6 

13 0 


18 

13 

10 

43.0 

45 0 

Maryland. 

Virginia. 

7 ! 

7 

6 

HO 

22 0 

17.6 

147 

154 

88 

48 0 

40.0 

17 

13 

16 

13.5 

16.1 

HO 

237 

196 

150 

52.0 

47.0 

West Virginia. 

28 1 

20 

21 

18.4 

20.6 

15.0 

506 

410 

315 

56.0 

62.0 

North Carolina. 

6 

4 

4 

IBSI 

16.0 

11.0 

85 

60 

44 

55.0 

62.0 

South Atlantic. 

61 

45 

46 

16.4 

wm 

13.2 

992 

wm 

iKa 

i 

48.8 

Kentucky. 


2 

2 

10.2 

11.0 

10.0 

46 

22 

20 

50.0 

49.0 

Tennessee. 

2 

2 

2 

14.1 

13.5 

10.0 

27 

27 

20 

60.0 

6a 0 

South Central. 

6 

4 

4 

U.4 

mm 

MM 

73 

49 

MB 

65.1 

50.0 

United States. 

718 

605 

464 

~ll6.8 

17.6 

14.8 

11,792 


6,844 

42.3 

39.6 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of tlie Crop Boportlng Board. 


t Preliminary. 


Table 97. — Buckwheat: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers, 
United States, 1922-2$ to 1982-S3 


Crop year 

Sept 

15 

Oct 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Jan. 

15 

Feb. 

15 

Mar. 

15 


May 

15 

June 

15 

July 

16 


Weight- 
ed aver¬ 
age 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cejits 

Cents 

CeTits 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


85.2 

82.2 

84.4 

89.0 

88.6 

88.6 

92.6 

95.0 

98.4 

102.8 

101.4 

99.4 

89.9 

1923-24. 


94 2 

93.4 

94.7 

92.7 

92.5 

94 7 

■rxVj] 


mmn 


123.9 

96.3 

l‘i24-25. 

118.8 

107.1 


104.6 


112.2 

112.4 


113.3 

112.3 

115.7 


10S.6 



87.6 

86.7 

87.9 

85.7 


81.7 

■Kwfd 

HaD 

90.1 

89.9 

93.7 

87.5 

1926-27. 

90.4 

86.5 

83.6 

83.6 

83.6 

846 

86.0 

86.1 

88.1 

98.8 


98.1 

87.0 

1927-28. 

92.3 

82.9 

79.4 

81.0 

82.0 

85.2 


948 


lOD.O 


98.1 

87.6 


92.6 

845 

848 

88.7 

91.2 

94 3 

941 

HXI 

965 

94.7 


99.6 

9a7 


96.6 

95.8 

95.6 

95.9 

97.3 

95,8 

94 9 

948 

95.7 


98.3 

97.4 

96.3 


97.1 

90.7 

82.8 


79.1 


77.4 

76.2 

73.2 

72.6 


69.2 

79.6 


5Z4 


41.2 

41.9 

42.1 


41.7 

41.4 

hid 

42,3 

442 

443 

42.3 


43.0 

40.3 

KTHfil 

38.3 













. 












Bureau of Amlcultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
by States, weighted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weight- 
ing monthly prices by average monthly marketings. Mean of prices reported on 1st of month and 1st of 
succeeding month, September, 1922~December, 1923. 
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Table 98 .—Sorghutns ^ cut for grain, forage, and all purposes: Acreage, production 
value, United States, 1919-19S2 


Year 

For grain 

For forage 

For aU purposes 

Price 
per 
bushel 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Dec. J 2 

Farm 
value, 
basis 
Dec. 1, 
form 
price 

Acre¬ 

age 


Produc¬ 

tion 

Acre¬ 

age 

Yield 

per 

acre 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Acre¬ 

age 

Equiv¬ 

alent 

yield 

per 

acre 

Equiv¬ 
alent 
produc¬ 
tion on 
total 
acreage 

1910 


Bus. 

19 8 
20.4 
21.8 

19.2 
14.7 

14.7 

18. e 

16.7 

14.2 

16.8 
17.0 

17.8 

18.9 

14.2 
10.8 
16.6 

14.3 



Short 

tons 


i,m 

acres 

Bus. 

1,000 

bus. 

Cents 

1,000 

dollars 

1919 . 

1920 . 

1921 . 

1922 . 

1923 . 

1924 

2,665 

2,613 

2,424 

2,127 

2,150 

mSm 

4,438 

4,479 

3,794 

2,917 

3,015 

6,295 
6,540 
6,124 
5,496 
6,354 

19.4 

20.9 
18.3 
13.7 

13.9 

122,360 

136,385 

112,288 

76,630 

88,466 

127 4 
93.8 

39.2 

87.3 
93.5 

B 

1924 . 

1925 . 

1926 . 

1927 . 

1928 . 

19298__ _ 

2,184 

2,385 

2,229 

2.452 

2,406 

1.40 

1.29 

1.32 

1.47 

1.48 

3,050 

3,076 

2,950 

3,613 

3,566 

5,690 

6,272 

6,440 

6,722 

6,627 

16.6 

13.1 
16.8 
16.0 

17.1 

87,920 
82,244 
101,502 
107,276 
111,702 

85.5 

76.1 

54.2 
62.7 

61.5 

76,140 

61,748 

66,007 

67,261 

68,761 

1929 . 

1930 . 

1981. 

1932 8. 

2,664 

3,137 

2,652 

3,307 

1.37 

1.17 

1.32 

1.37 

3,654 

3,678 

3,491 

4,516 

6,131 

6,580 

7,166 

7,850 

"“l3.2’ 

9.8 

14.7 

13.5 


866.8 

*56.2 

826.6 

8 19.1 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Revised, 1919 to 1928. See 
introductory text- 


1 Kafirs, mile, feterita, durra, etc. 

> From 1919 to 1924, Nov. 15 price. 

3 Includes sweet sorghum seed. 

< Weighted average price for crop marketmg season. 

3 Based on weighted average price for crop marketing season. 
« Preliminary. 


Table 99. — Sorghums: ^ Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, hy 
States, averages, and annual 1931 and 1933 



Acreage for aU pur¬ 
poses 

Equivalent yield 
per acre 

Production for all 
purposes 3 

Weighted 
average 
price per 

State 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1031 

19323 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919- 

1931 

1932 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1931 

19323 

bushel, 

crop 

marketing 

season 





1928 



1928 



1931 

1932 


1,000 

acres 




Bus. 

Bus. 

|B|| 

1,000 

bus. 


Cents 

Cents 

Missouri--.. 

77 

80 

86 


15.6 

HO 

1,114 

1,240 

1.419 

81 

50 

Nebraska.. 

24 

15 

22 


14.6 

16.0 

378 

218 


30 

30 

Kansas. 

1,327 

1,107 

1,328 


15.6 


EDBfl 

17,168 

17,264 

24 

18 

Oklahoma__ __ 

1,463 

1,443 

1,602 

18.1 

lao 

■Eo 

17,861 


16,219 


18 

Texas. 

2,855 

3,871 


18.0 

16.6 

16.5 

48,341 



26 

18 

Colorado. 

234 

191 

1^3 

12.2 

11.0 


2,236 

1,236 

20 

16 

NewNexico. 

240 

366 

392 

19,7 

22.0 

9.6 

4,463 

7,832 

3,763 

22 

18 

Arizona. 

26 

24 

28 

24.1 

27.0 


694 

648 

r28 

44 

33 

California__ 

85 

69 

121 

27.5 

23.0 


2,368 

1,587 


68 

40 

United States.... 

6,830 

7,166 

7,860 

16.4 

14.7 

13.6 

98,129 

106,214 

106,871 

26.6 

19.1 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 

1 Kafirs, milo, feterita, duira, etc. 

* Indudes grain equivalent on forage acreage. 

»Prdimlnary. 
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Table 100. —Grain sorghuTn^:'^ Receipts at Kansas Citpy 19^3-84 to 1933-33 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics Compiled from annual statistical leiwrts of Elansas City Board of 
Trade. 


1 Includes kafir com, milo maize, and feterita. Quoted as kafir in Table 117, 1927 Yearbook. Receipts 
for 190^10 to 1922-23 available in 1931 Yearbook, p. 670, Table 131. 


Table 101. —Grain sorghums: Classification of receipts graded by licensed inspeo- 
tor Si all inspection points, total of all classes under each grade, 1933-26 to 1931-32 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 1 car equivalent to 1,260 bushels. 


Table 102. — Kafir, No, 2 White: Weighted average price ^ per bushel of reported 
cash sales, Kamas City, 192^24 to 1932-33 


Crop year 

Nov. 

1923-24. 

Cents 

(») 

1924-26. 

88 

1926-20. 

82 

1926-27. 

64 

1927-28. 

60 

1028-29. 

78 

1029-30. 

77 

1930-31. 

03 

1931-32. 

40 

1932-33. 

28 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Kansas City Grain Market Review, formerly Daily 
Price Current. Quoted per 100 pounds; converted to bushels of 66 pounds. Data for 1909-10 to 1922-23 
available in 1930 Yearbook, Table 123. 


1 Average of dally prices weighted by oar-lot sales. 


^0 quotations. 












































































STATISTICS OF COTTON, SUGAR, AND TOBACCO 

Tablb 103. — Cotton: Acreage, production, value, exports, etc.. United States, 1890- 

19S$ 


wSS Aorea 
Year to- 

July 1 



1901 . 

1902 . 

1903 . 

1904 . 

1905 . 

1906 . 

1907 . 

1908.. 8 33,370 

1009. 

1909.. 8 32,292 

1910- . 8 33,418 

1911- . 8 36,681 

1912.. 8 34,766 
1913— 8 37,458 

1914.. 8 37,406 

1915— . 8 32,107 

1916— 8 36,052 

1917— 8 34,926 

1918— 8 37,207 

1919. 

1919— 8 36,133 

1920— 8 37,043 

1921— . 8 31,678 

1922— 8 34,016 

1923— 8 38,701 

1924. 

1921-. 8 42,641 
1926— 8 48,090 
1926- 8 48,730 

1927.. 41,906 
1928- 46,946 


1926- 8 48,730 

1927.. 41,906 

1928- 46,946 

1929. 

1929- 47,067 

1930.. 46,078 

1931.. 41,189 

193213. 38,227 



Bureau of .A^cultaral Ewnomics; Italic fltuires are census returns; other aoreaf^e, yield, and production 
figure are estiinates of the Crop Reporting Board; acreage revised on census basis. 

1500-pound gri^ weight hides from 1899-1932. 

lE)0-t^9 from the Commercial and Financial Chronicle; beginning 1900 from reports 
e Cotton Exchange except Sept. 2^Nov. 16,1914, when the exchange was closed (prices 

for this period from the Commercial and Financial Chronicle). New Orleans prices were from same 

wh ch date from reports of the New Orleans (lotton Exch^e direct 

to this bnreau. 

3 Excluding linters from 1914 to 1920. 

* Compiled, from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1890-1917; Foreign Commerce and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United States, 
June and July, 1919-1932, and January, 1927-1932, 

8 Bales of 600 pounds gross weight, 

; Bales of 478 pounds net, which are equivalent to bales of 500 pounds gross weight. 

7 Total exports (domestio plus foreign) minus imports. 

8 Acreage in cultivation June 25. 

• for 9 months onto. Bi*ange ol<«d August 1-Nov. 17, on account of war. 

J tlnl^ States. Excludes about 7,000 bales Lower Oalifo ml a cotton glnued In the 

umtea states, small quantities of such cotton were included in census ginning reports In some prior years. 
« Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

9“ weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

18 Preliminary. 
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Table 104.— Cotton: Acreage^ yields production of lint in BOO-pound gross^weight 
halesj and weighted average prite^ by States, averages, and annual 1931 and 1932 


State 

Acieago harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production i 

Weighted 
aveiage 
price per 
pound, crop 
marketing 
season 


1931 

1932 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919- 

1928 

1931 

1932 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

1932 3 

1931 

1932 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 




1,000 

1,000 





acres 

acres 

acres 

Zbs. 


Zbs. 

bales 

bales 

bales 


Cents 

Missouri_ 

414 

348 

390 

249 

397 

360 

8 194 

289 

285 


6.80 

Virginia__ 

88 

70 

74 

246 


181 

44 

42 

28 


6.10 

North Carolina- 

1,919 

1,333 

1,373 

255 

271 

223 

967 

756 

640 

6.97 

6. CO 

South Carolina. 

2,485 

1,960 

1,842 

176 

215 

180 

832 

1,006 



6.60 

Georgia... 

3,548 

3,431 

2,985 

134 

194 

135 

3 1,168 

1,393 

845 

5.83 

0.40 

Florida... 

80 

118 

91 

106 

175 

79 

326 

43 

15 

5.49 

6.40 

Tennessee__ 

1,077 

1,115 

1,104 

182 

255 

195 

3 421 

3 694 

460 

5.33 

6.10 

Alabama- 

3,382 

3,397 

3,150 

146 

Kil 

141 

31,228 

1,420 


6.64 

6.80 

Mississippi---. 

3, 514 

4,032 

3,830 

176 

209 

144 

1,662 

1,711 

1,160 

6.16 

0.50 

Arkansas---. 

3,470 

3,566 

3,530 

167 

256 

171 

3 1,208 

1,907 

1,260 

5.52 

6.10 

Louisiana__ 

1,800 

1.968 

1,801 

152 

220 

162 

694 

900 

610 

6 67 

6.40 

Oklahoma.-. 

4,319 

3,395 

3.123 

153 

178 

166 

1,443 

1,261 



5.70 

Texas. 

17,415 

15,409 

13,922 

136 

165 

153 

3 4,840 

3 5,320 

4,445 

6.67 

0.20 

New Mexico—. 

108 

117 

112 

*288 

412 

325 

3 71 , 

3 101 

76 

6.76 

0.50 

Arizona. 

170 

176 

113 

291 

313 

347 

3 118 

116 

82 

7.37 

7.70 

Galifomia__ 

161 

192 

123 

293 

440 

490 

119 1 

177 

126 

6.16 

C.60 

All other. 

37 

16 

17 

*188 

363 

286 

8 14 

3 12 

10 

5.29 


United States -. 

43,990 

40,693 



201.2 

162.1 

15,028 

17,096 

12,727 

6.66 

6.24 

Lower Oallfomla (old 












Mexico)_ 

137 

69 

27 


182 

230 

72 

26 

13 



Linters, total United 












States ® _ 








1,067 















Bureau of Agriculture Economics. Estimates of the Orop Reporting Board. 

1 Oompiled from reports of the Bureau of the Census. 

> Preliminary estimate of the Department of Agriculture. 

sjSlight differences from census figures on ginnings are due to ginnings in one State of cotton grown In another. 
< 7-year average. 

B Year beginning Aug. 1. 


Table 106.— Cotton: Acreage and production in specified countries—Average 
1926-26 to 1929-30, annual 1930-31 to 1932-33 


Country 

Year beginning August 

Acreage 

Production 

Average, 

1926-2610 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-32 

1932-331 

Average, 
1925-26 to 
1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-32 

1032-331 

United States . 

^9 

■ 

uicres 

40,693,000 

310,041 


Bales • 
»16,268,000 
252,805 
*33,005 
14,305 
244,627 
6,776 
542,133 
*2,139 
*12,328 
114,400 
399 
22,323 
*351 
2L030 
*774 
4,288 
73.300 

■ 


Bales » 
812,994,000 
91,835 

Mftxi<v> -n ^ 

VATIAKIIAlfl. 


49,273 

805,032 

334,604 



BIO, 000 

9,224 






EmiArtAr _ _ 







Bra?,!! _ 


1,613,563 



670,000 

348,000 








18,449 

13,836 








SBB 







129,675 

200,151 












10,020 

20,000 

8,402 


3,713 








British West Indies.. 
Italy_ 

mm 

■1^2^ 



■1 








See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 105. — Cotton: Acreage and production in specified countries—Average 
1925—B6 to 1929-SOy annual 1930-31 to 1932-33 —Continued 


Year beginning August 


Average, Average, 

1926-26 to 1939-31 1931-32 1932-331 1925-26 to 1930-31 1931-82 1932-331 

1929-30 1929-30 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources and International Institute of Agriculture except 
as otherwise stated. Data for crop year as given at the head of table are for crops harvested between Aug. 
1 and July 31. 

1 Preliminary. 

3 Boles of 478 pounds net. 

3 Linters not Included. Production of linters during this period has been: Average 1925-26 to 1929-30 
1,162,506 bales; 1930-31,986,430 bales; 1931-32,1,067,381 bales. 

* Average for 4 years. 

B Prom an unofficial source. 

* Average for 3 years. 

J Estimate for 1 year. 

* Ertimates of the Ohmese^MlU Owners*^5LSSociation, except figures for 1930-31, 1931-82, and 1932-33 
which are estimates of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. The figures represent the crop in the most 
important Provinces where the commercial crop is grown. 

13 Includes Annam, Oochin-China and Tonkin. 

Includes Annam and Tonkin. 
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Table 106.— Cotton: World production of Untj 1909-10 to 19S2-SS 


476 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Oompiled from official sources and International Institute of Agri¬ 
culture unless otherwise stated. The crop year is from Aug. I to July 31, For the United States prior to 
1914 the figures apply to the year beginning Sept. X. 

1 Chinese Cotton Mill Owners^ Association, except for 1030-31 to 1033-83, which are estimates of the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Figures represent the crop In the most important cotton-producing 
Provinces where the commercial crop is grown. Most of the cotton produced in other Provinces is used for 
home hand-loom consumption. 

* Figures as reported by the XT. S. Bureau of the Census, including the cotton destined to enter com¬ 
mercial channels for factory purposes. Estimates of the commercial crop in China are Included. 

3 Bales of 478 pound net. 

4 American in running bales and foreign cotton in bales of 478 pounds net. 

3 Bales of 600 pounds net. 

6 Preliminary. 

t Approximate, mid-point of range of reports. 


Table 107.— Cotton: Estimated monthly marketings byfarmerSf 192B-2S to 19S1-S2 


Percentage of sales» 



1922- 23, 

1923- 24- 

1924r26_ 

1926- 26_ 

1920-27_ 

1927- 28_ 

1928- 29_ 

1929- 30_ 

1930- 31_ 

1931- 32_ 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 As reported by about 7J500 cotton growers, supplemented by records of State weighers, cooperative 
associations, and cotton dealers. 



















































































476 


YEARBOOK OP AGRICULTURE, 1938 


Table 108. — Cotton: Estimated grade and staple of crop and carry-over^ United 
States, J928-29 to 19S1-S2 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 Oarry-over of foreign cotton not included. (Table 109.) 

»Report of Bureau of Census. 

> Includes Yellow Tinged, Light Yellow Stained, Yellow Stained, Gray and Blue Stained. 

* Includes all bales not otherwise classified above. 

‘ According to sec. 6, XT. S. cotton futures act. 

# Preliminary. 


Table 109. — Cotton: Consumption by domestic mills, 1919-20 to 19S1-S2, inclusive 
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Table 110. — Cotton: Supply and distribution, United States, 1913-14 to 1931-33 



Bureau of A^cultural Economics. Compiled from Bureau of Census Reports. Linters are excluded. 
Quantities are In running boles, round bales counted os half bales and foreign in 500-pound bales. 

1 Production is expressed in running bales in this table and therefore the figures are not the same as those 
shown in tables where bales of 478 pounds net are used. Consumption and carry-over statistics for Ameri¬ 
can cotton ore available only in running bales, and therefore production and exports are shown m runnmg 
bales. 

^ Total distribution usually is greater than total supply due principally to the inclusion, in all distribution 
items, of the ^‘oity crop,” which consists of reboled samples and pickings from cotton damaged by fire and 
weather. 


Table 111.— Cotton: Mill comumption of American and other growths in the 
world, United States, and foreign countries, 1913-14 to 1931-82 


Year beginning 
August 1 


World United States 

All Ameri- Other All Ameri- Other 

growths can growths growths can growths 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of the Bureau of the Census, U. 8. Depart¬ 
ment of Oonuneroe, except consumption figures for American cotton in foreign countries which are from the 
1931 Cotton Year Book and weekly trade report. No. 307, Dec. 6, 1932 of the New York Cotton Exchanra. 
The consumption figures for Other Growths in the world and in foreign countries were obtained by 
deduction. 


1 Year beginning Aug. 1, except 1913, which is the year beginning Sept. 1. 

> American in running bales and other growths in bales of 478 pounds net. Prior to 1919-20 the quantitl^ 
given for world consumption of all growths were reported in hales of 500 pounds net and have been converted 
to equivalent 478 pounds bales. 


183050®--33-31 
































































































































478 


YEARBOOK OP AGRICULTURE, 1938 


Tabus 112. — Cotton: International trade, average 19S5-i6 to 19S9-S0, annual 

19$8-B9 to miss 


Year beginning July 


Country 

Average, 1926-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930^1 

1931-321 


to 1929-30 











Exports Imports 

Exports Imports 

Exports Imports 

PRINCIPAL EXPORT- 










ING COUNTRIES 

um 1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


bates bates 

bales 

bales 

bales 

bales 

bales 

bales 

bales 

bales 

United States_ 

8.579 399 

8,520 

476 

7,096 

414 

7,048 

107 

8,989 

139 

British India.. 

2,938 176 

3,250 

88 

8,270 

117 

3,152 

388 

1,665 

476 

Egypt. 

1,484 0 

1,646 

0 

1,394 

0 


0 

1,649 

0 

Brasil_ 

119 0 

53 

0 

290 

0 

109 

0 

40 

0 

Argentina. 

88 n 

113 


129 


107 

1 

123 

0 

Total_ 

13,208 576 

13,581 

564 

12,179 

581 

11,699 

496 

12,366 

615 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT- 










ING COUNTRIES 










United Kingdom—_ 

0 3.070 

0 

3,168 

0 

%648 

0 

2,172 

0 


Japan_ 

0 3,061 

0 

8,110 

0 

2,869 

0 

2,777 

0 

3,628 

Germany._ 

825 1,900 

853 

1,767 

393 

1,780 

358 

1.646 

360 

1,666 

Eranoe___ 

100 1,641 

108 

1.669 

60 

1.656 

43 

1,669 

47 

789 

Italy.. 

1 1.053 

0 

1.121 

2 

1 103 

1 

791 

0 

867 

Czechoslovakia. 

4 667 

1 

666 

1 

618 

1 

450 

1 

395 

Belgium. 

14 400 

21 

406 

21 

451 

38 

367 

73 

298 

Poland-. 

0 283 

0 

300 

0 

225 

0 

282 

0 

218 

Canada. 

0 271 

0 

306 

0 

218 

0 

209 

0 

202 

Netherlands. 

2 192 

2 

208 

1 

214 

1 

215 

2 

189 

Austria__ 

1 149 

1 

147 

1 

119 

0 

99 

0 

116 

Switzerland—.. 

0 141 

0 

139 

0 

136 

0 

123 

2 

109 

Sweden. 

0 106 

0 

101 

0 

105 

0 

96 

0 

121 

Finland.. 

0 39 

0 

38 

0 

so 

0 

36 

0 

34 

Hungary.. 

0 37 

0 

46 

0 

60 

0 

61 

0 

75 

Estonia...._ 

0 25 

0 

24 

0 

28 

0 

18 

0 

16 

Danmark._ 

0 21 

0 

20 

0 

27 

0 

28 

0 

28 

Norway_ 

0 9 

0 

7 

0 

9 

0 

10 

0 

9 

Total_ 

i 

447 12,966 

486 

13,142 

469 

12,186 

1 

442 

11,038 

476 

11,224 


Bureau of Agricultural Eoonomics. Official sources. Bales of 500 pounds gross weight or 478 pounds 
net. The figures for cotton refer to ginned and unginned cotton and linters. but not to mill waste, cotton 
batting, soarto (Egyptian and Sudan). Wherever unginned cotton has been separaMy stated in the 
origins reports It has oeen reduced to ginned cotton in this statement at the ratio of 3 pounds unginned to 
1 pound ginned. Wherever linters are stated separately^ they have been excluded from these figures. 

1 Preliminary. 

3 3-year average. 


Table 113. — CoUon^ EBtimated average price per pound received hy producers^ 
United States, to 



Bureau of A^coltural Economics. Based upon returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
by States, wef^ted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weigbt- 
monthly prices by bales marketed monthly. Mean of prices reported on 1st of month and 1st of soo- 
oeeding month, August to December, 1923. 
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Table 114. — Cotton, American Middling, y^rdncdi: Average spot price per pound 
10 designated markets, 1915-16 to 1931-32 


Year bettinnini; 
August 

Nor¬ 

folk 

Au¬ 

gusta 

Sa¬ 

van¬ 

nah 

Mont¬ 

gom¬ 

ery 

New 

Or¬ 

leans 


Little 

Rock 

Dallas 

Hous¬ 

ton 

Gal¬ 

ves¬ 

ton 

Aveinge 
of 10 
markets! 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1915-16. 

11.62 

11.66 

11.72 

11.37 

11.68 

11.83 

11.84 

11.51 

IWiIiB 


11.72 

1916-17. 

18 85 

19.07 

C) 

18.86 

18.84 


rnimm 

18.43 

18.92 

■tlMlIt* 

M8.9<J 

1917-18. 

28.82 

29.01 

29.29 

29.16 

28.96 


29.05 

28.47 

28.85 

KiMirii* 

29.02 

1918-19. 

28.74 

29.21 


29 28 

29.87 


miEm 

29.64 

30.26 

30.78 

29.70 

1919-20. 

37.32 

37.93 

38.22 

37.52 

38.21 

38.70 

38.38 

38.95 

38 78 

39.41 

38.34 

19^21. 

16.92 

16.62 

17.20 

10.37 

16.66 


IDSI3 

15.79 

16.33 

16.89 

16.60 

1921-22. 

18.00 

17.97 

18.12 

17.48 

17.92 

18.38 

18.12 

17.84 

18.46 

18.64 

18.09 

1922-23. 

26.87 

25.92 

26.87 

25.49 

26.94 

26.21 

25.78 

25.31 

25.94 

26.03 

25.83 

1923-24. 

80 15 

30.06 


29.82 

30.33 

KiiJEKI 


29.66 


30.48 

30.14 

1924-26. 

24.38 

24.24 

24.27 


24.21 

24.19 

24.27 

23.91 


24.67 

24.22 

1926-26. 

19 78 

19.53 

19.61 


19.71 

19.77 

19.70 

mMM 

ylijfilii 

20.12 

19.08 

1926-27. 

14.56 

14.37 

14.46 

13.85 

14.74 

14.31 

14.29 

13.91 

14.73 

14.79 

14.40 

1927-28. 

20.17 

20.09 


19.46 

19.98 

19.44 

19.31 

19.04 

19.76 

19.84 

19.72 

1928-29. 

19.07 

18.95 

18.92 

18.42 

18.98 

18.31 

18.29 

18.19 

18.74 

18.82 

18.67 

1929-30. 

16.34 

15.97 

15.98 

15.41 

16.16 

15.43 

15.33 

15.32 

15.89 

16.00 

15.79 

1930-31. 

10.11 

9.73 

9.81 

9.28 


9.22 

9.10 

9.19 

9.74 

9.82 

0.C1 

1931-32. 

6.23 

6.08 


5.69 

Ijil 

5.59 

5.48 

6.57 

5.93 

6.03 

5.89 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from the daily reports to the Bureau of Agricultural Eco¬ 
nomics from the cotton exchanges of the various markets. 

1 Averages of monthly averages of 10 markets, 
a Comparable data not available for February. 

3 Excludes Savannah for February. 


Table 115. — Cotton, Middling: Average spot price per pound at New Orleans 
and 10 markets combined, 1919-20 to 1932-33 


Market and crop 
year 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Fob. 

Mar. 

Apr, 

May 

June 

July 

Aver¬ 

age 

New Orleans: 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

CeTits 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


31.38 

30.:i8 

35 28 

39.58 





41.41 

EomTI 


39.41 

38.21 


EISB] 

27.48 


17,66 

14.69 

14.53 

12.85 

tiHig 

11.17 

11.80 


11.49 

16.56 


12.78 

19.35 

ia99 

17.27 

17.16 

10.53 

16.36 

16,74 


19.31 

21.68 

22.01 

17.92 


21.55 



25.34 

25.48 

27.61 

28.78 

80.43 

28.42 

26.63 

28.61 

25.73 

26.94 


24.22 

27.71 


33.68 

34.88 

33.93 


28.74 

80.41 


20.43 

29.23 

30.33 


26.65 

22.79 


23.95 


23.66 

24.61 

25.62 

24.52 

23.64 

WiSM 

24.05 

24.21 


wjmsn 



19,82 

19.27 


19.83 

18.35 

18.11 

18.06 

17.64 

18.24 

19.71 


18.01 

16.14 

12.68 

12.52 

12.22 

13.17 

18.82 

14.10 

14.42 

15.68 

16.47 

17.63 

14.74 


19.36 

21.63 


19,99 

EMD 

18.72 


18.94 

20.07 

mSSk 

gyilTil 

21.45 

19.98 



17,94 


graiilfl 

19.30 

19.14 

19.07 

19.97 

19.23 

18.74 

lasi 

ia73 

laos 


■ kWitJ 

18.45 

18.08 

17.19 


■Off?! 

i5.25 

14.87 

Mwu 

16.60 

13.56 

12L65 

16.16 


11.50 

10.58 

ia40 

10.63 


9.87 

10.03 


9.95 

9.08 

8.86 

Billtn 

10.08 


7.02 

KKO 

mm 

0.82 


6.50 

0.69 

a 74 

6.12 

6.70 

5.18 

5.73 

6.20 

1932-33. 

7.29 

7.58 

Bill 

6.12 

5.84 









10 markets com- 





























31.60 

mm 

35.44 


mm 



40.68 

41.74 

41.01 

40.68 

39.58 

38.34 


34.78 

28.24 

21.38 

17.83 

14,03 

14.42 

12 . 9:1 

11.19 


11.66 

10.77 

11.13 

16.06 



■ojino 

19.26 

17.43 

17.47 


10.73 

17.12 

ICTw 

10.22 

21.58 

22.27 

iao9 


21.53 

20.72 

22.11 

25.20 



28.62 

30.21 

2 a 28 

wmvk 

mm 

25.87 

25.83 


24.22 

27.07 

28.90 


34.39 

3:1.09 

31.73 

28.54 

80.25 


29.37 

29.32 

30.14 


27.10 

22.74 

23.29 

23.63 

WEm 

23.53 

21.51 

25.51 

24.50 

23.01 

24.19 

24.55 

24.22 



23.23 

20.95 


19.31 

20.04 

19.63 

18.33 


17.96 

17.62 

17.92 

19.68 



15.96 

12.40 

12.17 

11.81 

12.72 

13.45 

13.74 

14.08 

15.38 

16.10 

17.34 

14.40 


IK 

21.19 




18.44 

IVMtlO 

18.76 

19.76 

20.54 


21.25 

19.72 


18.72 

17.72 


18.70 

ImliVj 

18.88 

18.86 

19.78 


18.23 

18.36 

ia29 

ia67 


18.04 

18.01 


16.75 



15.11 

14.74 


15.12 

18,21 

12.21 

16.79 


11.14 




9.16 

9.37 

10.12 



a70 

8.42 

mm 

9.61 


6.67 

5.83 

5.76 

6.96 

6.78 

6.15 


6.44 

5.83 

5.41 

4.99 

5.64 

6.89 


mKm 


6.37 


5.72 





















_ 



Bureau of Agriculture Economics. CompUed from daily reports to the bureau from the cotton exchanges 
of the various markets. Data for earlier years appear in previous issues of the Yearbook. 
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Table 116.—Cofion: Average staple premiums and discounts based on %4nch for 
Middling spot cotton^ 1923^^4 to 19$ 1-32 


Premiums for— * 



1^6 inch 

linch 

iMc 

inches 

1J4 

inches 

1^6 

inches 

Poivis 

40 
58 
76 
63 
42 
31 
48 

41 
19 

Points 

68 

81 

106 

105 

88 

98 

113 

87 

46 

Points 

80 

176 

202 

167 

166 

176 

181 

154 

93 

Points 

149 

396 

395 

302 

276 

236 

231 

191 

154 

Points 

250 

621 

634 

479 

409 

331 

346 

316 

244 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 Average of New Orleans, Houston, and Galveston, calculated from actual sales and partly estimated 
a Average for the 10 designated spot markets. 

3 Average of New Orleans and Memphis for IHa inches and longer and for fifteenth-sixteenths inch and 
1 inch from 1923-24 to 1926-27, inclusive. Average of six designated markets (New Orleans, Memphis, 
Houstom Ofdveston, Dallas, and Little Bock) for fifteenth-sixteenths inch and 1 inch from 1927-28 to 
1931-32, mclusi-ve. 

* Hundredths of a cent a pound. 3 Memphis only. 

Table 117.— Cotton: Average spot price per pound at Liverpool, by hind and by 
months, 1923-24 to 1932-33 


American Middling:^ 

1923- 24._ 

1924- 26 

1925- 26 

1926- 27, 

1927- 28 

1928- 29 

1929- 30—. 

1930- 31_ 

1931- 32 

1932- 33 
Indian Oomra, No 

1, Fine: 

1923- 24_ 

1924- 25 

1925- 26 
1026-27, 

1927- 28 

1928- 29_ 

1929- 30_ 

1930- 31.. 

1931- 32_ 

1932^. 

Egyptian Sakellaii- , 
dis. Fully Good ' 
Fair: 

1923-24 I 

1924^26 

1925- 26 

1926- 27-.. 

1927- 28.. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30-. 

1930- 31. 

1031-32._ 

1982-33 

Egyptian Uppers, 
FuUy Good Fair: 

1923-24. 

1924^25_ 

1926-26_ 

1926- 27.. 

1927- 28_ 

1928- 29 

1929- 30-_nil- 

1930- 31_ 

1931- 32._ 

193^. 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from market reports of the Liverpool Cotton Association. 
Average of Pfriday’s prices, except when Friday was a holiday, the prices on the preceding business day 
were used. Converted from pence to cents at the current rate of exchange. This series of prices has been 


1 Prior to August, 1924, these prices are for Liverpool Fully Middling which grade was the most nearly 
comparable to American Middling as quoted in the United States. Since that time the Liverpool Cotton 
Association has been quoting prices of American cotton on the basis of the Universal Standards. 































































































































































STATISTICS OF COTTON, SUGAR, AND TOBACCO 


481 


Table 118. — Cotton: Average premiums and discounts for grades i above and below 
Middling for the 10 designated spot marketsy 1920-21 to 1931-32 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 White standards. 

3 Based on 5^-mch staple. 

8 These grades are not deliverable on futures contracts. 

* Hundredths of a cent a pound. 


Table 119- — Cottonseed: Esiimaied production and toeighted average price, hy 

States, mS-tQSS 

State 

Production, year beginning Aug. 1 ^ 

Weighted average price per 
ton, crop marketing sea¬ 
son— 


1025 1020 1027 1028 1020 | 1030 1931 19323 

1020 1930 1031 1032 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 

1 Computed from lint production, assuniing ti5 pounds of cottonseed for each 35 net pounds of lint, 
3 Preliintuary. 
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Table 120 .—Cottonseed and cottonseed products: Production in the United States. 

1909-10 to 1931-S2 


Year be¬ 
ginning 
August 

Cottonseed 

Cottonseed products 

Year be¬ 
ginning 
August 

Cottonseed 

Cottonseed products 

Pro¬ 

duced 

Crushed 

Crude 

oU 

Cake 

and 

meal 

Hulls 

Pro¬ 

duced 

Orushod 

Crude 

oil 

Cake 

and 

meal 

Hulls 

IfiOQ-lO. 

1910- 11. 

1911- 12_ 

1912- 13_ 

1913- 14_ 

1914- 15_ 

1916-16_ 

1916- 17. 

1917- 18. 

1918- 19. 

1919- 20_ 

1920- 21. 

1,000 
short 
tons 
4,462 
5,175 
6,997 
6,104 

6,305 

7,186 

4,992 

6,113 

5,040 

5,300 

5,074 

6,971 

1,000 

mort 

tons 

3,269 

4,106 

4,921 

4,580 

4,848 

5,780 

4,202 

4,479 

4,252 

4,479 

4,013 

4,069 


1 

1 

1921- 22. 

1922- 23. 

1923- 24_ 

1924- 25. 

1926-26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31_ 

1931- 32. 

1 

1,000 

short 

tons 

8,008 

8,242 

3,308 

4,605 

5,558 

6,306 

4,654 

5,061 

5,016 

4,715 

5,328 

1,000 

short 

tons 

465 

501 

490 

702 

809 

944 

738 

802 

786 

721 

847 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of the Bureau of the Census. 


Table 121 . —Cottonseed oil: International trade, average 1995-1929, annual 

1928-1981 


Calendar year 


Country 

Average, 1925- 
1929 

1928 

1929 

1930 

19811 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PBINCIFAL BXFOBT- 
mo GOUNTBIES 

United States. 

United Kingdom—, 
Egypt 

1,000 

pounds 

49,816 

46,146 

22,724 

9,526 

352 

38 

1,000 

pOUTldS 

0 

18,657 

80 

0 

23 

29 

1,000 

pounds 

51,702 

35,798 

17,679 

11,077 

21 

2 

1,000 

potmds 

0 

16,742 

3 

0 

0 

0 

1,000 

pounds 

26,075 

63,716 

26,181 

8,047 

4 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

23,090 

0 

4 

5 

1,000 

pounds 

28,297 

38,836 

24,717 

6,947 

2,314 

>43 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

85,564 

1,000 

pounds 

22,578 

33,378 

17,637 

1,923 

0 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

13,803 

Pefii. 

BrazU. 

AlgArlft 

0 

2 

>48 

0 

2 

Total. 

FBlNCIFiL IMPOBTING 
COTTNTBIBS 

Canada,,,. 

Germany,.. 

Netherlwds, 

France. 

Denmark— 

Norway,. 

Cuba.,,._ 

Sweden_ 

Belginm_ 

Australia * _ _ _ 

Greece. 

Argentina_ 

Gambia *_ 



128,601 

18,789 


16,746 



101,153 

35,614 

75,616 

13,805 

0 

283 

6»4S1 

34 

809 

0 

0 

447 

16 

1 

0 

53 

9 

0 

0 

0 

2 

39,439 

19,296 

16,831 

7,792 

6,624 

4,474 

4,099 

2,824 

2,347 

1,914 

1,478 

1,470 

622 

498 

298 

267 

216 

0 

20 

7,264 

2 

1,224 

0 

0 

48 

51 

0 

0 

17 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

44,324 

12,984 

8,685 

7,142 

6,493 

2,798 

1,857 

2,721 

2,026 

2,967 

1,201 

946 

979 

368 

831 

281 

327 

0 

912 

3,815 

48 

1,369 

0 

0 

473 

11 

0 

0 

27 

39 

0 

0 

0 

5 

38,675 

18,649 

7,474 

8,122 

7,378 

2,648 

419 

3,071 

1,117 

2,651 

494 

1,340 

453 

181 

65 

328 

368 

1 

{ 

1 

■ 

17,207 

9,216 

4,323 

7,379 

5,919 

582 

2,370 

643 

1 

50 

Yngodavia,,. 

Uruguay_ _ _ 

Czewloaovakia_ 

Italy. 

Total. 

0 

0 

0 

1 

47 

15 

217 

290 

0 

2 

0 

69 

485 

287 

8,075 

110,489 

8,630 

96,480 

6,699 

88,423 

2,646 

61.109 

827 

48,431 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Offloial sources except where otherwise noted. 
X PreUminary. 

’ International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 
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Table 122.— Cottonseed: Estimated average price per ton received hy producers. 
United States, 1922-23 to 1982-SS 


Crop year 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Juno 

July 

Weight¬ 

ed 

average 

15 

16 

15 

15 

15 

15 

15 

15 

16 

15 

15 

16 


Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolts. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

1923-24. 

37.47 

40.88 

40.90 

45.92 

45.64 

44.37 

43.27 

41.34 

40.42 

40. .53 

39.96 

39.07 

42.23 

1934-2.5 .. 

38.44 

31.74 

31.95 

33.67 

36.48 

37.60 

37.14 

38.21 

37.94 

38.61 

86.66 

36.41 

34.08 

1925-26 -. 

30 52 

33.48 

32.82 

27.64 

27.87 

28.40 

29.06 

29.47 

31.61 

30.84 

31.89 

31.31 

30.82 

1926-27 .. 

29 73 

27.38 

20.06 

18.60 

18.05 

18.55 

22.39 

25.43 

25.80 

26.05 

26.27 

26.59 

21.65 

1927-28. 

25.95 

34.41 

36.60 

37.51 

37.14 

37.40 

37 44 

87.77 

89.40 

43.00 

41.25 

39.27 

35.94 

192^29. 

36.87 

31.02 

34.08 

37.17 

87.74 

3&05 

88.73 

39.36 

38.94 

37.78 

85.83 

84.84 

35.26 

1929-30 . 

32.69 

31.03 

31.40 

3a76 

30.31 

28.95 

28.89 

28 63 

29.74 

30 Gl 

29.66 

27.35 

80.43 

1930-31 -. 

23.99 

23.89 

20.73 

21 26 

21.28 

21.25 

21.87 

22.43 

22.85 

22 32 

20.32 

10.52 

21.93 

1931-32. 

14. 71 

8.93 

7.66 

11.01 

11.01 

10.38 

10.12 

10.17 

9 78 

9 06 

8.85 

8.61 

9.61 

1932-33 _ 

—9.13 

11.28 

10.45 

9.54 

8.87 


















Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based upon returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices 
by States, wei^tod by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weight¬ 
ing monthly prices by monthly receipts at oil mills. 


Table 123 .—Cottonseed oil, crude: Average price per pound in tanks, f. o, b. 
southeast mills, by months, 192S-24 to 19S2-SS 


Crop year 


Aug. 


Sept. 


Oct. 


Nov. 


Dec. 


Jon. 


Peb. 


Mar. 


Apr. 


May 


June 


July 


1923- 24-,. 

1924- 25... 

1925- 26... 

1926- 27... 

1927- 28... 
192S-29— 

1929- 30... 

1930- 31... 

1931- 32... 

1932- 33... 


Cents 


10.88 

8.70 


6.76 

Yri 


Cents 
9.94 
8.34 
9.14 
8.19 
9.26 
8.16 
7.66 
6.48 
3.60 
3.71 


Cents 

9.44 
9.03 
8.56 

7.44 
9.46 

8.14 
7.33 

6.14 
3.54 
(») 


Cents 
9.88 
8.85 
8.90 
6.64 
9.05 
8.24 
7.38 
6 .35 
3.80 
( 8 ) 


Cents 

9.45 

9.69 

8.98 

6.36 

8.72 

8.38 

7.26 

6.12 

13.33 

(0 


Cents 

9.46 

9.48 
9.75 
6.04 

8.48 
8.63 

7.24 
6.18 

3.24 


Cents 

8.84 

9.20 
10.71 

8.20 
7.76 
9.12 
7.40 
6.37 
3.22 


Cents 
8,46 
9.95 
11.00 
7.73 
8.44 
9.00 
7.13 
6.76 
3.12 


Cents 
8 .74 
10.00 
11.22 
7.33 
8.76 
8.37 
7.48 
6.72 
2.61 


Cents 
8.20 
9.34 
12.17 
7.74 
8.88 
7.94 
7.32 
6.38 
2.06 


Cents 

8.78 

9.76 


Cents 

10.06 


8.04 


6.95 

6.27 

2.86 


7.00 


3.24 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from the Oil, Paint, and Drug Reporter; prices, 1023-24 
to 1927-28 are averages of weekly quotations; beginning 1928-29, averages of daily quotations. 

Data for 1909-10 to 1922-23 are available in the 1930 Yearbook, p. 695, Table 149. 

1 Less than 10 quotations during the month. Other quotations were bids. 

1 No quotations. 


Table 124 .—Cottonseed oil, prime summer yellow: Average spot price per pound, 
New York, 1928-24 to 1982-38 i 


Crop 

year 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Doc. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 




Cents 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

WM 

Cents 


10.34 


12.01 


11.00 

■tlltUB 


9.77 

10.09 

9.82 

10.42 


10.81 

f ' wtB 





11.41 

tlMil 

10.69 

11.10 

11.08 

10.61 

10.76 

■IWvl 

11.19 



laai 

9.86 

10.32 

ia47 

11.33 

11.28 

12.24 

12.38 

14.48 

16.38 

14.99 

12.05 

1926-27- 


11.42 

8.82 


8.22 

8.60 

9.31 


8.78 

9.09 

9.19 

9.57 

9.46 

1927-28- 


10.74 

10.83 



10.02 

9.27 

9.64 

10.04 

10.52 

10,22 

10.03 

iai6 



10.03 

9.84 



20.33 

10.88 

10.74 

10.11 

9.76 

9.64 

9.62 

10.02 



9.19 

9.23 

9.01 

8.77 

8.46 

8.46 

8.41 

8.80 

8.76 

8.23 

7.99 

8.72 

i II 

8.34 

8.20 

mssm 

7.67 

7.28 

7.20 

7.29 

7.68 

7.66 


6.76 

7.00 

7.45 

\m\\ 

6.77 

4,61 

4.39 

4.48 

4.48 

3.97 

4.66 

3.75 

4.09 

3.48 

4.08 

3.95 

3.96 

3.46 

3.18 

3.34 

3.83 

4.09 
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Table 125.— Cottonseed meal, 41 per cent protein: Price per ton, Memphis, 

1983-84 to 1932-33 


Crop 

year 

.4.ug. 



Nov. 

Dec 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Max. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aver¬ 

age 


DoUs, 


Dolls. 



Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

1923-24.- 

43.20 

42 90 

44.90 

47.40 




39.60 


89.50 

40.25 

43.60 

42.50 

1924r-25-. 

43.60 

41.40 

40.76 

38.75 

39.25 


35.75 

35.90 

36.80 

88.40 

38 SO 

41,60 

39.00 

1925-26— 

44.10 

36.00 

34.40 

34.10 

34.00 


31.10 

31.00 

31.90 

30.70 

31.00 

31.10 

33.60 

1926-27.. 

32.10 


23.90 

23,70 

24.50 

30.10 

33.50 

32.40 


34.00 

37.40 

36.00 

30.76 

1927-28.. 

0 ) 


37.70 

39.60 

41.40 


45.10 

49.80 

55.50 

61.50 

(0 

41.60 


1928-20-. 

(* 


43.90 

44.20 

45.60 


44.40 

42.70 

38. 76 

35.50 

3A25 

38.75 


1929-30— 

V) 


39.30 

37.80 



83.50 

83.60 

36.76 

38.00 

35.60 

33.60 


1930-31.. 

36.25 


27.50 

27.50 

25.60 

25.75 


26.40 

26.26 

24.60 

22.40 

21.20 

26.60 

1931-32— 

17.30 

13.80 

13.20 

ia60 

14.45 


12.78 

12.44 

12 85 

12.66 

11.60 

13.15 

13.71 

1932-33— 

17.36 


14.40 

13 35 

11.SO 










BB 


MM 

■Mi 

MB 

BBl 

■Ml 

BMi 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made to the bureau. 


1 Not reported. 


Table 126.— Cottonseed mealy 41 per cent protein, lagged: Average price per ton 
at 10 markets, by months, 1982 


Market 

Jan. 

Feh. 

Mot. 

Apr. 

May 




Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 


DolU. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 





DoUs. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls 

Boston. 


22.51 

21.97 

22.16 

22.10 

21.05 

22.50 

26.30 

26.16 

23.70 

22.86 

21.70 

Philadelphia.... 

22.60 

21.81 

21.56 


21.70 

20.75 

21.80 

25.90 

25.50 

23.30 


20.50 

Buffalo. 


19.63 

19.25 


19.15 


19.76 

23.20 


21.25 

KtWiiil 

38.25 

Pittsburgh. 


19.44 

18.69 


18.85 


19. 66 

23.10 

22.66 

19.95 

19.36 

18.15 

Cincinnati. 

18.75 

17.88 

17.69 


17.75 

16.76 


22.15 


19.55 



Chicago_ 

Minneapolis.... 
Los Angeles. 



mirmm 

17.60 

19.95 

17.56 

19.65 

16.50 

17.65 

21.65 

21.45 

18.95 

18.10 


25 76 

23.88 

23.10 




22.76 

23.80 

24.65 


20.30 

20.15 

St, Louis. 

17 15 

16,44 

■blEl 

irwM 

15.80 

16.06 

16.25 

19.40 


17.90 

16.60 

15.50 

San Francisco... 

28.20 

25.76 

2410 

24 15 


23.15 


23.80 




20.90 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made to the bureau. 


Table 127.— Sugar beets: Acreage, production, and value, United States,^ 1911- 

1932 


Year 


1911.. 

1912.. 

1913.. 

1914.. 

1916.. 

1916.. 

1917.. 

1918.. 

1919.. 

1920.. 

1921.. 


Acre-j 

age 

har- 


um 

acres 

474 

656 

580 

483 

611 

665 

665 

594 

692 

872 

815 


Yield 

per 

acre 


Produc-| 

tion 


Short 

tons 

10.7 

10.2 

10.1 

11.6 

10.7 

9.4 

9.0 

10.0 

9.3 

9.8 

9.6 


Aver¬ 
age 
price 
per ton 
re¬ 
ceived 
by pro¬ 
ducers, 
for 
crop¬ 
market¬ 
ing 

season 


LOOO 

short 

tons 

5,003 

5,648 

6,886 


6,511 
6,228 
5,980 
5,949 
6,421 
8,53S 
7,782 


I 


Doliars 
5.50 
5.82 
5.69 
5.45 
5.67 
6.12 
7.39 
10.00 
1L74 
11.63 
6.35 


Farm 
value, 
basis 
average 
price for 
crop- 
market¬ 
ing 

season 


1,000 
dollars 
27,841 
32,871 
33,491 
30,43S 
30,950 
38.139 
44,102 
59,494 
75,420 
99,324 


Year 


A.cre- 


vestod 


1922- . 

1923- , 

1924.. 
1926-. 

1926- . 

1927- , 

1928.. 

1929.. 

1930- . 

1931- 

19322 


Yield 

per 

acre 


|Produc-| 

tion 


1,000 

acres 

530 

067 

815 

647 

677 

721 

644 

CSS 

775 

713 

768 


Short 

tons 

9.8 

10.7 

9.2 

11.4 

10.7 

10.8 
11.0 
lao 

11.9 

11.1 

11.7 


1,000 

short 

tons 

5,183 

7,006 

7,489 

7,381 

7,223 

7,758 

7,101 

7,315 

9,199 

7,903 

8,001 


Aver¬ 
age 
price 
per ton 
re¬ 
ceived 
by pro¬ 
ducers, 
for 
crop¬ 
market¬ 
ing 

season 


Farm 
value, 
basis 
average 
price for 
crop- 
market¬ 
ing 


Dollars 

7.91 

8.99 

7.99 
6.39 
7.61 
7.67 
7.11 
7.08 
7.14 
5.94 
5.10 


1,000 
dollars 
41,017 
62,906 
59,838 
47,147 
54,961 
59,455 
60,477 
51,805 
66,697 
46,948 
45,855 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 

^ Most years from 1911 to 1923 Include a small unknowm quantity of beets grown in Canada for Michigan 

tiCiiOriOo* 

2 Piehminary. 
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Table 128 .—Sugar beets: Acreage^ yield, production, and average price, by States, 
averages, and annual 1931 and 1932 



Average price 

Acreage harvested Yield per acre Production POTton, crop- 

marKeting 

season 




1931 

1932 

Short 

Short 

tons 

tons 

9.7 

10.0 

9.8 

13.7 

13.4 

11.4 

13.7 

9.1 

13.1 

11.3 

12.8 

11.3 

11.3 

10.3 

14.4 

11.9 

12.3 

9.4 

9.4 


Ohio. 41 

Michigan. 101 

Wisconsin__ 14 

Nebraska. 74 

Montana. 31 

Idaho. 30 

Wyoming.. 34 

Colorado. 192 

Utah. 61 

California. 63 

Other 8. 60_ 

United States— 701 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 

1 Preliminary, 
s 6-year average. 

3 States producing sugar beets for which figures are not shown above. 

* 7-year average. 

Table 129. — Sugar beets: Acreage, yield per acre, production, and yield oj sugar 
per short ton of beets sliced, in specified countries, average 1921--1925, annual 
1931 and 1932 



Yield per acre 


Yield of raw sugar 
Iier short ton of 
beets sliced 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources and International Institute of Agriculture. 

1 Preliminary. 

3 Compiled fron^rellminary estimates reported by the International Association for Sugar Statistics. 

3 England and wales only. 

4 One year only 1926-26. 

3 Indudes Switzerland, Bulgaria, Finland, and Australia in the 6-yoar average. Later years indude 
Irish Free State, Latvia, Lithuania, and Turkey, in which countries no sugar was produced prior to 1926-27. 
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Table 130 .—Beet sugar: Production^ United States, 1911-1982 



Bureau of AgricultunJ Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beportlng Board. 

t Year shown is that in which beets were grown. Sugar-making campaign extends into succeeding year. 
i Including, in some years, a small acreage in Canada used by tJnited States factories, 
s Includes a small quantity not made hrom beets, and also that made at the Johnstown, Colo., molasses 
factory. 

«Percentages of sucrose (pure sugar) In the total soluble solids of the beets. 

< Based upon weight of beets slic!^, except possibly in a very few factories. 

A Sucrose actuiwy extracted by factories (as percentage of weight of beets). ? Preliminary. 

Table 131.— Sugar: Production in continental United States, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, 
and the Philippine Islands, 1909-10 to 1982-33 


Year beginning July 


Total cane 
and beet 
sugar 
(refined) i 


Cane sugar (chiefly raw) 


Beet sugar 
(chiefly 
refined) 



Short torn I Short tons i 


1.791,108 

1,955,839 

2,108,510 

2,057,179 

2,304,454 

2.282.021 

2,404,018 

2,590,239 

2,411,263 

2,399,820 

2,259.514 

2,761,304 

2,769,970 

2,260,865 

2,604,292 

3,252,954 

2,923,225 

8,019,707 

3,468,969 

3,463,853 

3,804,023 

8,950,386 

4,236,141 

4,448,097 


512,469 

510,172 

599,500 

692,550 

733,401 

722,054 

874,220 

820,657 

765,207 

760,950 

726,451 

1.089,021 

1.020.489 

676,000 

881,000 

1,090,000 

913,000 

897,000 

1,093,000 

1,061,000 

1,018,000 

1,208,000 

1,156,000 

1,308,000 



Bur^ Of Agricultural Eopnqmlcs. Production data compiled from the following sources: United States 
Agricultpi^ exwpt sugar^0O9-lO and 1910-11 which are from Willet & Gray; 

Hawau from Hawaiian Sugar Planters’ Association; ]^erto Rico and Philippines from official sources ol 


mgar, raw, oonvvted to refined basis by moltipMng by the toUowlnE fiiotats: United States. 
83% Pnertolto,0.9808: HawaU,0.9858; Pbfflp^eIslMid^O. 96 . umwu oiaws. 

* Unofficial. * Unofficim estimate of centrlltigal only. < Preliminary. 
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Table 132. —Cane sugar: Production of Hawaii, 1913-l.j. to 1931-33 


487 




Cane used for sugar 

Sugar produced 

Sugar 

Becovery 
of equiv- 

Year beginning October 

Total 
acreage 
in cane 

Acreage 

har¬ 

vested 

Aver¬ 

age 

yield 

per 

acrei 

Production 

As made 

Equiva¬ 

lent 

refined a 

made 
per 
short 
ton of 
cane 

alont, 

refined 

sugar 

from 

cane 

ground* 


Acres 

Acres 

Short 

Ions 

Short tons 

Short tons 

Short f OTIS 

Pounds 

Per cent 

1913-14_ 



43.5 

4,900,000 

5,185,000 

612,000 

646,000 

692,763 


250 

249 

11.69 

11.67 

1914-15. 



45.8 

1916-16. 

246,332 

115,410 

42.1 

4,850,424 


244 

11.42 

1916-17. 



42.1 

5,220,000 

644,663 
676,700 

603,276 

247 

11.56 

1917-18. 


1 -yiv 

40.5 

4,855,000 

539,676 

238 

11.12 

1918-19. 

A ! j 1 j 1B 

wt \ iiyZiy 

39.6 

4,744,000 

600,312 

661,772 

263 

11.84 

1919-20. 



39.2 

4,473,000 

665,727 

520.049 

248 


i > WBPWWWPiiiiiil 

236,500 


41.2 

4,657,000 

621,579 

Ijill 

224 

10.48 

1921-22. 

220,000 


41.0 

5,088,000 

692,000 


233 

10.89 

1922-23. 


^E faVi* 

40.0 

4,560,000 

637,000 


235 

11.03 

1923-24. 



61.0 

5,661,000 

6,297,000 

691,000 


244 

11.43 

1924-25. 


wWlVl 

61.8 

769,000 


244 

11.43 


237,774 


63.1 

6,405,686 

787,246 

811,333 


242 

11.34 



124,542 

66.1 

6,992,082 

Bv^ ^ 

232 

10.86 



131,634 

68.6 

7,707,330 

896,918 

B^til iw 

233 1 

10.89 

I • ^9*; j j 1 1111111111111 

239,858 

242,761 

129,131 

67.7 

7,447,494 

7,853,439 

899,101 

B?^ {Vi! 

241 


' IIIIIIMIIIIIIII 

133,840 

68.7 

912,367 

B[f^ ^ 

232 

10,87 


251,533 

137,037 

61 g 

8,485,183 

988,612 


233 

10.90 


251,876 

139, 744 

63.4 

8,865,323 

1,025,354 

969,526 

231 

10.82 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board prior to 1026. Since then 
data collected through the Hawaiian Sugar Planters’ Association. 


1 The growth of 18 to 22 months. 

s 1 ton of sugar as made is assumed to be equivalent to 0.0358 ton of refined, as tentatively recommended 
by the Joint committee on sugar statistics of the Departments of Commerce and Agriculture, 
s Based upon tonnage of cane used. 


Table 133. —Cane sugar: Production in Louisiana, 1911-1932 




Cane used for sugar 

Sugar produced 

Becov¬ 
ery of 


Molasses made 

Yeari 

Fac¬ 

tories 

operat¬ 

ing 

Acre¬ 

age 

Aver¬ 
age 
yield 
per 
acre * 

Produc¬ 

tion 


Equiv- 

ident 

refined* 

equiva¬ 

lent 

refined 

sugar 

ftom 

cane 

ground^ 

Sugar 
made 
per ton 
of cane 

Total* 

Per ton 
of sugar 
made 

Per ton 
of cane 
used 

iftii _ 

Number 

188 


Short 

rons 

10.0 


1,000 

short 

tons 

353 

1.000 

short 

tons 

329 

■ 

Pmnds 

120 

i 

Gallons 

99 

Gallons 

6.0 

101 ?* _ 

126 

197 

11.0 

164 

144 


142 

93 

6.6 

1Q1.3 

153 

248 

17.0 

293 

273 

6.48 

139 

82 

6.7 

lflU_ _ - _ 

149 

213 

15.0 

243 

226 


152 

71 

5.4 

1015 _ 

136 

183 

11.0 

138 

120 

6.39 

137 

92 

6.3 

lOlfl_ 

150 

226 

18.0 

304 

283 

6.05 

140 

86 

6.4 

1017 _ 

140 


16.0 

244 

227 

5.95 

128 

128 

8.1 

101 ft_ 

132 

232 

18.0 

281 

262 

6.28 

135 


6.7 

1919 

121 

179 

10.5 

121 

113 


129 


6.0 

loan._ _ 

122 

183 

18.6 

169 

158 

6.34 

136 


6.8 

1021 _ 

124 

226 

18.5 

324 

802 

7.22 

155 

78 

6.1 

1022 _ _ 

112 

242 

15.6 

295 

276 

7.28 

156 

1 

77 

6.0 

102 a _ 

105 

215 

11.1 


102 

151 

&33 

136 

97 

6.6 

102 i _ 

82 

162 

7.6 

88 

82 

6 .^ 

143 

109 

7.8 

1025 _ 

91 

189 

14.0 

139 

130 

4.92 

105 

128 

6.7 

102 fi _, 

54 

129 


47 

44 


109 

141 

7.7 

1027 _ 

46 

72 

13.4 

962 

71 

66 

6.86 

148 

93 

6.9 

1928-*™.-^ 

56 

115 

16.2 

■ 

132 

123 

6.61 

142 

13,685 

19,619 

16,887 

103 

7.3 

1929 

65 

155 

18.8 

200 

186 

6.37 

137 

98 

6.7 

RftvnBBIIW 

61 


17.1 

184 j 

171 

6.68 

144 

92 

6.6 

in^TBWWW 

59 

148 

16.1 

167 

146 

6.64 

141 

14,645 

15,660 

93 

&6 

iTi^vlSBBl 


179 

16.2 

231 

215 

7.41 

159 

68 

5.4 

— 





Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 

i Sugar campaign, usu^y not ended before February following season of growth of cane. 

* The growth of about 9 months. 

31 ton of sugar as made is assumed to be equivalent to 0.932 ton of refined as tentatively recommended 
by the Joint committee on sugar statistics of the Department of Commerce and the Department of Agri¬ 
culture. 

* Based upon tonnage of cane used. 

«Figures for molasses. 1011-1914, are as reported by the Louisiana Sugar Planters* Association. Figures 
for later years as reported by Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates. For sirup production see Table 14L 

«PreHminary. 
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Table 134. — Sugar: Production, trade, and supply available for consumption in 
continental United States, 1909-10 to 1931-89 

IX TERMS OF RAW SUGAR 


Year begiimlng July 

Produc¬ 
tion 1 

Brought in 
from insular 

possessions 2 

Imports as 
sugar* 

Domestic 
exports as 
sugars 

■ 

Apparently available 
for consumption * 

Total 

Per cap¬ 
ita 


^ort tons 

Short tons 

Short ions 

Short tons 

Short tons 

Short tons 

Pounds 


882.630 

927,752 


72,382 

24,351 


79.7 

1910-11. 




36,697 

16,966 

8,639,891 

78.3 

1911-12.-. 


1.187,663 

1,832,424 

50,880 


3,950,883 

839 

1912-13. 

HBlrtntiWiI 


2,266,426 

30,963 

19,217 

4,150,288 

86.6 

1913-14. 

1,088,944 

936,376 

2,463,252 

37,190 

11,892 

4,439.480 

91.3 

1914-16. 

1,022,828 

1,098,314 

2,529,963 


18,585 

4,334,878 

87.9 

1915-16. 




882,864 

12,213 

3,974,463 

79.4 

1910-17. 




676,762 

29,211 


83.2 

1917-18. 

1,068,437 

975,684 



46,131 


78.6 

1018-19. 

1,102,421 


2,799,962 

568,566 

36,747 

4,371,013 

83 8 

1919-20. 


0i5« 73o 

8,812,955 

776,602 

98,386 

4.816,862 

91.1 


1,346,811 


3,228,279 

Mill 

89,491 

6,242,362 

97.6 


1,424,726 




31,397 



1 llllllllll 




412,196 

12,568 



1923-24. 

1,111,898 

1,274.870 


152.883 

24,617 



1924-26. 



3,931,282 

273,470 

22,486 


114.7 

1925-26. 



3,895,947 

325,804 

24,998 

0,647,627 

114.9 


1 ,011,000 

1,689,347 

3,968,997 

124,555 


6,518,486 

111.1 

1927-28. 

1,246,000 


3,415,830 

115,666 

29,833 





1,974.899 


139,324 

81,894 

7,192,282 

110.2 

rfEli!!!!!!!!!! 


2,377,787 

2,823,173 

87,092 

43.320 

6,364,548 

104.0 




2.410,308 

77,131 

33,026 

6,391,976 


1981-02. 


; 2,813,113 

2,321,028 

59,595 

28,532 

6,446,014 

103.5 


IX TERMS OF REFINED SUGAR ? 


1921-22. 

1,325,006 

1,260,894 

3,686,397 

1,009,377 

29,182 


96.0 

1922-23. 

950,625 

1,161,351 

3,805,745 

883,439 

11,682 


99.8 

1923-24. 

1,034,615 

1,198,777 

3,214,883 

142,217 

22,943 



1924-25. 

1,172,000 

1,647,687 

3,674,663 

254,391 

20,911 


107.3 

1926-20. 

1,043,000 

1,859,332 

3,634,323 

303,073 

23,298 



1926-27. 

941,000 

1,6^981 

3,714,064 

115,866 

24,514 



1927-28. 

1,159,000 

1,930,732 

3.196,443 

107,704 

27,805 



1928-29. 

1,184,000 

1,858,331 

3,861,311 

129,846 

29,726 


111.6 

1929-30. 

1,204,000 

2.239,140 

2,641,709 

81,167 

40,375 


97.6 

1930-31. 

1,379,000 

2,451,611 

2,261,187 

71,884 

30,781 


96.9 

1931-32. 

1,301,000 

2,648,129 

2,171,882 

55.641 

26,592 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Trade figures firozn the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 

1 Beet and cane sugar only. 

> Duty free, from Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Islands G^'irgin Islands included in 1D17 and 
subsequently). 

a No account taken of sugar imported in other fonns. Imports from the Philippine Islands excluded, 
reexports deducted. 

* Shipments to Hawaii and Puerto Ric?o included. Direct exports to foreign countries from Hawaii and 
Puerto Rico excluded. 

A Sugar used in the manufacture of other commodities for export on which drawback was paid. 

A No account taken of stocks at the beginning or end of year. 

1 Raw sugar converted to refined by multiplying by the following factors: Cuba and Hawaii, 0.935S; 
Puerto Rico, 0.9393; Philippines, 0.96; all others (Santo Domingo, British West Indies, Louisiana, etc.), 
0.932. Use re<fiprocal of above llactors to reduce refined sugar to raw. 
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Table 135. — Sugar, raw, cane and heet: World production, 1909-10 to 1932-83 


Production in selected countries 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimated world total sugar production for the period 1895-96 to 
1908-09 in Agricultural Yearbook, 1924, p. 808. 

1 Figures are for the crop years 1909-10 to 1932-33 for the countries in which the sugar production season 
begins in the fall months and is completed during the following calendar year, except in certain cane-sugar 
producing countries where the season begins in May or June and is completed in the same calendar year, 
i^uction in these countries is for the calendar years 1909 to 1932. 
a Production of cane and beet sugar in terms of raw sugar, ^ 

«The figures quoted for India are for the production of a low grade of sugar polarizing between 60° 
and 60°. Practically the entire crop is consumed within the country. ^^ ^ 

* All grades of sugar reduced to terms of head sugar, a grade of sugar which contains at least 96.5 per cent 
sucrose. Figures for Java are for the calendar years 1910-1933. 

«Figures for 1909-10 to 1917-18 are for pre-war boundaries. , ^ x ^ 

® Figures are incomplete through 19^21; 1914-15 includes Prussian Poland only; 1915-16 to 1919-M 
include Prussian Poland and Congress Poland; 1920-21 includes Prussian Poland, Congress Poland, and 

^7^Fi^res for 1909-10 to 1918-19 refer to pre-war boundaries; 1914r-15 to 1918-19 are exclusively of Invaded 
territory. 

8 Bohemia, Moravia, and Silesia only. 

® Preliminary. 

10 Unofficial estimate. 
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Table 136.— Sugar: Production in specified countries^ average to 1925-26^ 

annual 1928-29 to 1982-83 

BEET SUGAR IX TERMS OP RAW SUGAR 



1,016,508 1,177,735 1,133,432 1,352,364 1,303,875 1,450,500 


mSSll 362,7571 628,06211 o,, 

28,000 
243,800 
204,000 
248,000 
254,500 
090,000 
240,266 

432,9081 496,1351 474,004| 417,3831 348,263 

6,900 
1,167,000 
193,000 

1,141,638 1,259,684 896,055 685,710 

272,0831 258,1271 188,0641 116,000 




16a 7441 118,1501 181,0091 56,9001 73,000 
823,7141 1,009,597] 862,636| 543,9771 459,000 

28,700 
15,000 
7,300 
1,410,000 
29,200 


1,914,400 


6,14a 8651 9,132,720| 8,982,067|u. 35a 584| 8,170,506| 7,209,155 


CANE SUGAR (RAW) 
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Table 136.— Sugar: Production in specified countries, average 19^1-22 to 1925-26, 
annual 1928—29 to 1982—38 —Continxied 

OANE SUGAE (Eaw)—Continued 


Average 

1921-22 to 192&-29 
1925-26 



north AMERICA, CENTRAL AMERICA, AND 
WEST INDIES—continued 

West Indies (French): 

Guadeloupe. 

Martinique-. 


Short ions Shorttons Shortiona Shorttons l^orttona Shorttons 
32,674 2,590 30,144 2 27,328 2 39,199 2 33,600 

33,573 a 42,056 a 42 , 03 % 2 42,029 2 45^888 2 40,000 


Total North American and Central 
American countries and West 

Indies reporting aU years. 7,041,422 8,852,692 8,246,271 6,523,982 6,273,089 5,450,995 

EUROPE AND ASIA 

Spain. 8,738 14,949 3 15,189 3 25,008 2 28,373 2 20,500 

India? . 3,247,800 3,036,000 3,092,000 3,604,000 4,446,000 6,209,000 

Taiwan. 471.748 870,077 893,396 878,847 1,087,976 752,504 

Japan. 91,569 110,632 106,986 88,153 103,686 88,000 

Java*. 2,113,004 8,197,927 3,245,288 3,096,270 2,820,721 1,433,000 

Philippine Islands. 684,896 933,954 981,371 958,032«1,102,107»1,279,000 

Total European and Asiatic coun¬ 
tries reporting all years W-. 5,932,869| 7,228,485 7,352,859 7,691,278 8,486,655 7,609,004 

SOUTH AMERICA ’ 

Argentina-. 288,008 412,947 375,310 420,854 381,914 382,906 

Brazil. 904,466 1,066,301 1,124,679 1,032,787 21,090,000 21,064,000 


British Guiana. 112,297 131,324 143,096 141,280 >131,900 > 134,000 

Dutch Guiana. 12,409 19,883 14,009 >18,500 >16,000 >19,000 

Ecuador. 17,603 25,370 21,008 23,208 21,160 > 22,000 

Peru. 364,567 398,741 465,663 470,000 436,395 >441,000 

Venezuela. 21,423 > 22,000 >26,000 > 21,999 >20,000 > 22,000 

Total. 1,710,823 2,076,666 2,168,725 2,128,628 2,097,369 2,084,966 


Egypt—_—----————- 100,264 

Mauritius..—---- 243,069 

Union of South Africa. 182,420 

Portuguese East A&ica. 53,219 

Beunion-- 52,016 

Madagascar-. 2,168 


134,260 >162,474 >140,000 

243,504 180,788 > 273,000 

393,000 326,899 349,950 

>85,421 >97,000 >95,000 

66,672 >47,312 > 68,000 

6,181 7,496 9,370 


OCEANIA 

Australia.. 411,638 602,083 

Fiji. 71,984 >110,625 


602,654 699,899 672,131 >616,000 
98,236 104,000 > 89,000 >117,600 


Total. 483,622 712,608 700,890 703,899 761,131 733,600 

Total cane sugar producing coun¬ 
tries reporting all years.15,801,88119,215,56219,297,85717,964,78518,439,21316,703,885 

Estimated worl<l total, cane sugar >. 16,610,000 20,319,000 20,469,00019,116,00019,809,00018,165^ 000 
Total world cane and beet sugar 
production in countries reporting 

aU years.22,972,005 29,561,798 29,446,359 30,707,13127,960,892 26,398,658 

Estimated world total cane and 

beet sugar".23,781,00030,066,00030,607,000 31,858,00029,321,00026,860,000 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Officii sources, International Institute of Agriculture and sugar 
associations estimates except as otherwise stated. Figures are for the crop years 1921-22 to 1932-33 for the 
countries In which the sugar-harvesting season begins in the fall months and is coi^leted the following 
calendar year, except in certain canesugar producing countries in the Southern Hemisphere, such as 
Ar^tina, Austrcdia, Mauritius, Union of South Afinca, etc., where the season begins in May or June and 
is completed in the same calendar year. Production in these countries is for the calendar years 1921 to 1932. 

1 Preliminary. 

> Unofficial estimate. 

8 No sugar produced. 

^ Includes Turkey in Asia. 

* Exclusive of production In minor producing countries for which no statistics are available. 

8 Includes rough estimates for Chosen and Australia. 

r The figures quoted for India are for the production of gur, a low gzade of sugar polarizing between 50° 
and 60°. Practically the entire crop is consumed within the country. 

8 All grades of sugar reduced to terms of bead sugar, a grade of sugar which contains at least 06.5 iwr cent 
sucrose. Figures for Java are for the calendar years 1922 to 1932. 

> Unofficial estimate of production of cenlnfugal sugar, which usually accounts for about 00 per cent of 
the total sugar production. 

Pi^uc^n the Philippine Islands is not included In this total as the figures quoted for the last 2 
years are not comparable with earlier years. 







































Table 137.— Sugar: IrUernational trade^ average^ 1935-1939; annual^ 1938-1931 
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T 4 .BLE 138.— Sugar, raw (96° centrifugal): Average wholesale price per pound. 

New York, 1923-1982 i 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

Maj 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Aver¬ 

age 


Ctnts 

Cents 

Cents 

Cen^s 

Cents 


91 


Cents 

Cenis 

Cents 

Cents 


1923. 

5.3 

6.2 

7.3 

7.8 

7.9 

7.4 


6.1 

7 0 

7.6 

7.3 

7.3 

■IqIo 

1924.. 

6.7 

7.2 

6.9 

6.4 

5.6 

5.1 

5 1 

5.4 

6.0 

6 0 

5.8 

5.3 


1925. 

4 ft 

4.6 

4.7 

4.5 

4.3 

4.4 

4.3 

4.4 

4.3 

3.9 

4.0 

4.1 


1926. 

4.2 

4.2 

4.0 

4.1 

4.2 

4.1 

4.2 

4.2 

4.4 

4.6 

4.7 

6 1 


1927. 

5.1 

4.9 

4.8 

4.S 

4.8 

4.6 

4.5 

4.5 

4.8 

4 7 

4.7 

4.6 


1928. 

4.5 

4.3 

4.5 

4.5 

4 5 

4.3 

4 2 

4.1 

4.2 

3.0 

3.9 

3.9 


1929. 

8.8 

3.7 

3.7 

3 7 

8.6 

3.5 

8.8 

8.8 

4.0 

4.0 

3.8 

3.8 

3 S 

1930. 

3.7 

3.7 

3.6 

3.5 

3 2 

3.2 

3 3 

3 2 

3 1 

3.3 

3.4 

3.3 

3 4 

1931. 

3.4 

3.3 

3.3 

3.3 

3 2 ! 

3.3 

3.5 

3 5 

8 4 

3.4 

3 4 

3 2 

3 2 

1932.:. 

3 1 

1 

2 9 

2 S 

2 6 

2.6 

2.8 

■H 

3 2 

3 1 

3.2 

3.0 

2.9 

2.9 


Bure-iu of Aericultnral Economics. Complied from Bureau of Labor Statistics reports. Data for 1890- 
1922 axe available in 1921 Yearbook, p. 810, Table 38S. 


1 Quotations are on basis of duty paid. 

2 Derived from the figures upon wbich the monthly averages are based. 

Table 139.— Sugar, granulated: Average retail price per pound, United States, 

1928-1932 


Year 

Jan. 

15 

Feb. 

15 

Mar. 

13 

Apr, 

15 

May 

15 

June 

15 

July 

15 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

15 

Oct. 

16 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

16 

Aver¬ 

age 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cenis 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cenis 

Certs 

Cents 

1923. 

8.3 

8.7 

10.2 

10.6 

11.2 

11.1 

10.6 

9.6 

0.6 

10.6 

10.3 

KO 

10.1 

1924. 



10.4 

KO 

9.2 

8.3 

8.4 

8.2 

8.6 

8.8 

8.8 

8.8 


1925. 

8.1 

7.7 

7.7 

7.6 

7.2 

7.2 

7.1 


7.0 

6.8 

6.6 

6.7 

7.2 

1926. 

6 7 

KM 

KM 

6.6 

6.7 

6.9 

6.0 

kCI 

7.0 

7.1 

7.1 

7.3 


1927. 

7.5 

7.5 

7,4 

7.3 

7.3 

7.3 

7.4 

7.3 

7.2 

7.2 

7.2 

7.1 

7.3 

1928. 

7 1 

7.1 

7,1 

7.1 

7.2 

7.8 

7.3 

7.1 

7.0 

6.9 

KO 

6.7 

7.1 

1929. 

6 7 

6.6 

6.5 

6.4 

6.4 

6.4 

6.4 

6.6 

6.7 

6.7 

6.7 

6 6 

6.6 

1930. 

6.6 

6.5 

6.4 

6.3 

6.3 

6.1 

6.1 

6.1 

5.9 

5.8 

5.9 

5.9 

6.2 

1931. 

5.9 

5.9 

5.8 

6,7 

5.6 

5.6 

6.6 

5.7 

6.7 

5.6 

6.6 

5 5 

5.7 

1<»32. 

5.4 

5.3 

6 2 

6 1 

4.9 

4.9 

6.0 

5.1 

6.1 

5.1 

6.1 

5.1 

5.1 


Bureau of Agrioultmal Economics. Compiled from Bureau of Labor Statistics retail prices. Data for 
1913-1922 available in 1930 Yearbook, p. 704, Table 162. 


Table 140 .—Sorgo sirup: Acreage, yield, production, and December 1 price, by 

States, 1930-19S2 


State 

Acreage harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Price per 
gallon re¬ 
ceived by 
producers 
D*hj. 1 


1930 

1931 


1930 

1931 

1932 

1930 

1931 

19321 

1931 

1932 

IndiftTni.__ , .,. 




Gal¬ 

lons 

Gal¬ 

lons 




1,000 

gallons 

Cents 

Cenis 

2 

3 

2 

47 

65 

HlB] 

94 


150 

60 

49 

Illinois. 

2 

2 

2 

51 

72 



144 

144 

67 

50 

Iowa. 

2 

3 

2 

100 

90 

85 


270 

170 

87 

60 

MlssourL. 

10 

12 

10 

45 

55 

53 


660 

530 

62 

47 

TTanang__ __ 

2 

4 

4 

40 

60 

45 



180 

71 

50 

Virginia. 

2 

3 

4 

40 

70 

50 

SO 

210 

200 

67 

55 


22 

20 

2S 

60 

78 



2,117 

1,680 

53 

48 

rntfrrirmrf'rimi 

7 

0 

10 

60 

54 

54 

350 

486 

540 

48 

45 

Georgia,. 

12 

16 

18 


61 

64 

744 

976 

1,162 

43 

38 

Kentucky. 

12 

IS 

18 

40, 

70 


480 

1,260 

72S 

49 

42 

Tennessee. 

18 


24 

4S 

66 

53 

864 

1,820 

1,248 

40 

38 

Alabama. 

81 

54 

57 

66 

75 

69 

KTia 

4,050 

2,200 

3,933 

32 

32 

Mississippi. 

14 

25 


68 

8S 

74 

962 

1,924 

30 

28 

Arkansas.. 

12 

20 


38 

70 

52 

456 

1,400 

780 

40 

37 

Oklahoma___ 

1 

10 

5 

25 

45 

46 

25 

450 

230 

45 

36 

Texas... 

16 

23 

30 

44 

60 

54 


1,380 

1.620 

49 

38 

United States.. 

165 

250 

250 

54.0 

68.8 

aas 

8,916 

17,818 


SQ 

37.8 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 
1 Preliminary. 
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Table 141 .—Sugarcane sirup: Acreage, yield, production, and December 1 price, 

by States, 19SCh-19S2 


State 

Acreage harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Price per 
gallon re¬ 
ceived by 
producers 
Dec. 1 


1930 

1931 

19321 


1931 

1932 

1930 

1931 

19321 

1931 

1932 





Gal¬ 

lons 

QaU 

Ions 

Gal¬ 

lons 

1,000 

gallons 

1,000 

gallons 

nn 

Cents 

Cents 

South Carolina. 

5 

5 

6 

118 

80 

82 

500 

400 

492 


56 

Georgia. 

28 

28 

31 

130 


150 

8,640 

2,800 

4.650 

50 

39 

Florida. 

9 

9 

10 

170 

165 

160 

1,580 

1,485 



36 

Alabama. 

18 

20 

22 

120 

93 

120 

2,160 

1,860 


55 

42 

Mississippi. 

15 

14 

17 

1^ 


166 


2,100 

2,822 

55 

42 

Arkansas. 

1 

1 

1 

54 


102 

54 

140 

102 

69 

68 

Louisiana. 

22 

19 

29 

282 

239 

242 


4,545 

4,844 

339 

332 

Texas.— - 

6 

7 

7 

142 

147 

147 

852 

1,029 

1,029 

70 


United States-- 

104 

103 

114 

161.9 1 

139.4 

159.5 

16,834 

14,359 

18,179 

49.8 

39.3 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board 


1 Preliminary. 

3 Average price, crop marketing season. 


Table 142 .—Maple sugar and sirup: Production in important States, 1917-1932 


Year 

Trees 

lapped 

Sugar 

made 

Sirup 

made 

Total 
product 
m terms 
of sugar I 

Average total prod¬ 
uct per tree 

Average price re¬ 
ceived by produc¬ 
ers for crop mar¬ 
keting season 



Per 

pound of 
sugar 

Per 

gallon of 
sirup 



1,000 


1,000 






1,000 trees 

pounds 

gallons 

pounds 


Gallons 

Cents 

Dollars 


17,313 

10,525 

4,258 

44,589 

2.68 

0.32 



._ 

1918. 

19,132 

12,944 

4,863 

51 ; 848 

2.71 




1919. 

18,799 

9,787 

3,804 

40,219 

2.14 

.27 



1990 ... 

18,895 

7,324 

3 ; 580 

35,964 

1.90 

.24 




15,114 

4,730 

2,386 

23,818 

1.58 

.20 




16,274 

6,147 

31640 

34,267 

2.11 

.26 




15.291 

4,685 

3,605 

83,526 

2.10 

.27 



1924-. 


4,078 

3 ; 903 

35,302 

2.29 


■Kia 

2.02 

1926. 

15,313 

8,236 

3,089 

27,946 

1.82 


.27 

2.10 

1926. 

14,712 

3,569 

3,787 

33,465 

2.27 

.28 

.29 

2.16 

1927. 


3,133 

3,671 

32,501 

2.23 

.28 


2.09 

1928. 

14,388 

2,317 


26,373 

1.83 

.23 

.29 

2.05 

1929. 

12,796 

1,844 

2,346 

20,112 

L57 

.20 


2.03 

1930. 


2,338 

3,607 

31,194 

2.40 

.30 

.30 

2.02 


12,079 

1,616 

2,186 

19,104 

1.58 

.20 

.26 

1.72 


12,033 

1,601 

2,394 

20,753 

1.72 

.22 1 

.25 

L50 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 

11 gallon of sirup token as equivalent to 8 pounds of sugar. 

3 Preliminary. 


Table 143 .—Maple sugar and sirup: Production, by States, 1929-1932 


State 

Trees tapped 

Sugar made 

Sirup made 

1929 

|B[ 

1931 

19321 

1929 

1930 

1981 

Qj 

1929 

1930 

1931 

10321 



ftTnai 

1,000 

1^^ 


RSI 

wKua 


1,000 


wKSSi 

HBBl 


trees 

trees 

trees 

trees 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

tbs. 

gals. 

gals. 

gals. 

gats. 

Maine. 

255 

255 

255 

260 

24 


0 

9 

40 

.88 

26 

33 

New Btotpshire. 

378 

382 

390 

413 


154 

78 


88 


56 

83 

Vermont. 

5,635 

5,646 

5,194 

5,454 

690 

1,195 

830 

878 

BE3 

1,368 

578 

981 

Massachusetts. 

268 

268 

252 

267 

37 

■BE 

34 

71 

44 

80 

43 

65 

New York. 

8,613 

3,682 

3,229 

3,132 

298 

613 

324 

341 

613 


677 

605 

Pennsylvania. 

802 

794 

722 

664 

105 


161 

142 

138 

822 

234 

164 

Ohio. 

1,208 

1,214 

1,256 

1,105 

39 

55 

96 

19 

206 

368 



Michigan__ 

403 

503 

508 

467 

84 

30 

73 

33 

79 

146 

156 


Wisconsin. 

243 

268 

273 

281 

8 

12 

11 

8 

54 

72 

78 

55 

United States. 

12,795 


12,079 

12^033 

1,344 

2,338 

1,616 

BEfl 

2,346 

3,607 

2,186 

2,394 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 
1 PreUmlnary. 
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Table 144.— Honey: Monthly average price in producing sections and at consum- 

ing markets, 1927-19S2 

EXTBACTED HONEY, PEE POtJND 


ADg. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 



COMB HONEY, 24-SECTION CASES 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 Price to beekeepers or other shipi^ In large lots, mostly less than car lots. 
3 Sales by original receivers to bottlers, confectioners, bakers, and jobbers. 

* Price to beekeepers and other shippers, in car lots. 

< Price to beekeepers in large lots, mostly less than car lots. 
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Table 145.— Tobacco, unmanufactured: Acreage, production, value, exports, etc,. 

United States, 1890-19S2 


Year 

Acreago 

harvested 

Aver¬ 

age 

yield 

per 

acre 

Production 

Price per 
pound 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Dec. 1 

Farm 
value, 
basis 
Dec. 1, 
farm 
price 

Domestic 
exports, 
year be¬ 
ginning 
July 1 

Imports, 
year be- 
gmning 
Julyi 

Net ex¬ 
ports, 
year be¬ 
ginning 
Julyi^ 


Acres 

Lbs, 

1,000 lbs. 

mSm 



1,000 lbs. 

1,000 tbs. 

1890. 

722,028 

722.8 

618,683 


42,846 

249,233 

23,256 

227,254 

1891. 

738,216 

747.4 

661,777 


47,074 

255,432 

21,989 

234,587 

1892. 

720,189 

687.6 

495,209 

9.3 


266,083 

28 . no 

230,153 

im . 

702,952 

687.1 

483,024 

8.1 

39,165 

290,686 

19,663 

272,983 

1894. 

523,103 

777.4 

406,678 

6.8 

27,761 


26,668 

276,223 

1895. 

633,950 

nsA 

491,644 

7.2 

35,674 

296,639 

82,925 

266,317 

1^. 

694,749 

677.6 

403,004 

6.0 

24,268 

314,932 

13,805 

302,847 

Ig97 _ .. 

3 945,604 

646.0 

610,860 



llVXll 

10,477 

254,907 

Ig9» . 

•i 033,868 

748.0 




MSM 

14,036 

271,659 

1599 _ 

1,101, JfiO 

788.1 

868,113 



1899. 

1,101,500 

728.6 

802;397 

7.1 

57,273 


19,620 


1900. 

1,046,427 

778.2 

814,345 

6.6 

53,661 

316.788 

26,851 


i90i. 

1,039,199 

788.0 

818,953 

7.1 

68,283 


29,429 


1902. 

1,030,734 

797.3 

821,824 

7.0 

67,664 

368,184 


337,902 

1903. 

1,037,735 

786.3 

816,972 

6.8 

65.515 

311,972 

31,163 

286,335 

1904. 

806,409 

819.0 

660,461 

8.1 

53,383 


33,288 


1905. 

776,112 

816.6 

633,034 

8.6 

53,619 

312,227 

41,126 

273.912 

1906. 

796,099 

857.2 

682,420 

10.0 

68,233 

340,743 



1907. 

820,800 

850.6 

698,126 

10.2 

71,411 



297,667 

1908. 

875,426 

820 2 

718,061 


74,130 


43,123 

247,165 

iww .. 

i, 2 H,m 

815.8 

1,055,765 



_ 



1909. 

1,294,900 j 

814.8 

1,055,133 

10.1 

106,374 

mmm 

46,838 

313,085 

1910. 

1,366,100 

807.7 

1,103,416 

9.3 

102,142 

355,327 

48,203 

309,171 

1911. 

1,013,000 

893.7 

905,109 


85,210 

379,846 

64,740 

327,199 

1912. 

1,226,000 

786.5 

962,855 



418,797 

67,977 

363,675 

1913. 

1,216,100 

784.3 

953,734 

12 8 

122,481 


61,176 

391,106 

1914. 

1,223,600 

845.7 ! 

1,034,679 

9.8 

■tOigMl 


46,809 


1916. 

1,369.900 

776.4 

1,062,237 

9.1 

96,281 

443,293 

48,078 


1916. 

1,413,400 

816.0 

1,163,278 

14.7 

169,672 

411,509 

49,106 


1917. 

1,517,800 

823.1 

1,249,276 

21.0 


289,171 

86,991 

211,962 

1918. 

1,647,100 

873.7 

1,439,071 

28.0 


629,288 

83,961 

677,323 

1019 .. 

1,861,480 

736.8 

1,871,604 






1919. 

1,958,500 

737.4 

1,444,206 

*31.2 

5 461,171 

648,038 

94,006 

670,858 

1920. 

1,934,800 

780,0 

1,609,212 

*17.3 

*260,350 


68,023 

466,477 

1921. 

1,339,600 

750.2 

1,004.928 

*19.6 

6196,113 

463,389 

65,226 

403,492 

1922. 

1,616,200 

776.1 

1,254,304 

*22.8 

*286,417 

454,364 

76,786 

384,223 

1923. 

1,866,000 

818.1 

1,617,583 

*19.0 



64,497 

648,287 

1994 _ - 

1, 537, 843 

719.4 

1,106,340 



_ 



1924. 

1,702,300 

731.3 

1,244,928 

*19.0 

*236,937 



355,739 

1926. 

1,760,700 

786.0 

1,376,008 




60,974 

468,958 

1926. 

1,628,400 

791,7 

1,289,272 

*17.9 



92,983 

424,661 

1927. 

1,666,900 

778.5 

1,211,311 

*20.7 



81,046 

411,366 

1928. 

1,864,400 

736.6 

1,373,214 

*20.0 

*274,620 

665,925 

79,284 

489,149 

1090 

1,888,385 

771.3 

1,456,510 



_ 



1929. 

1,987,600 

773.6 

1,537,313 

*18.6 

*286,152 

KvrJi?l 

■timi 

641,312 

1930. 

2,111,600 

780.2 

1,647,377 

*12.9 

*212,467 


76,425 

617,388 

1931. 

2,015,600 

796.9 

1,604,226 

*8.2 

*131,830 


73,376 

359,373 

1932 « . . 

1,432,700 

721.2 

1,033,330 

* 10.7 


_ 





1_ \ _ 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Italic figures are census returns; other acreage, yield, and production 
figures are estimates of the Orop Heporting Board, revised, 1919 to 1928. See introductory text. See p. 
970,1927 Yearbook, for data for earlier years. 

1 Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1890-1917; Foreign Commerce and 
Navigation of the United Stales, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the Umted States; 
Junelssues 1919-1926, January and June Issues, 1927-1932, and officled records of the Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce. 

s Total exports (domestic exports plus foreign) minus imports. 

3 Eevised on basis of 1899. 

* Weighted averw price for crop marketing season. 

< Based on weighted average price for crop marketing season. 
ftPrdiminary. 
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Table 146.— Tobacco: Acreage^ yields production, and weighted average price, by 

types, 1931 and 1932 



Flue cured: 

Old Belt.‘ 

Eastern North Caro¬ 
lina Belt. 

South Carolina Belt... 
Georgia-Florida Belt.. 

Total flue cured.] 

Fire cured: 

Virginia. 

Clarisville - Hopkins¬ 
ville. 

Paducah—. 

Henderson Stemming. 

Total fire cured.5 


Air cured (light): 

Burley. 

Southern ^laryland... 

Total air cured (light) i 

Air cured (dark): 

One Sucker__ 

Green River. 

Virginia sun cured. 


981,000 627,000 

39,000 23,400 

125,000 97,000 

(^,300 36,400 

8,700 5,500 

237,000 162,300 I 


517,800 432,000 

38,200 32,500 

556,000 464,500 


678 

577 

664,9o7 

362,004 

1 



Total air cured (dark) 
Cigar filler: 

Pennsylvania seed leaf. 

Miami Valley. 

Georgia-Florida sun 
grown_ 


40,500 41,700 
33,200 29,700 


Total cigar filler. 

Cigar binder: 

Connecticut Valley 

broadleaf. 

Connecticut Valley 

Havana seed. 

New York and Penn¬ 
sylvania Havana 

Southern Wisconsin. — 
Northern Wisconsin... 

Total cigar binder.— 

Cigar wrapper: 

Connecticut Valley 

shade nown- 

QeorgiarFlorida shade 
grown..-._ 


Total cigar wrapper-.| 

Miscellaneous types: 

Eastern Ohio.; 

Louisiana Perique. 


Total miscellaneous 
types.. 


United States. 


626 

28,276 

14,648 

810 

101,290 

78,690 

820 

53,892 

29,848 

835 

7,308 

4,593 

787 

190,765 

127,679 


877 797 464,159 344,197 

775 700 29,606 22,750 


$48 

802 

29,844 

18,130 

890 

810 

42,898 

21,870 

625 

560 

3,125 

1,960 

858 

790 

76,867 

41,960 



1,411 

1,009 

882 

1,030 

730 

633 

1,224 

904 


1,414 1,519 18,662 10,026 14.1' 10.0 

1,385 1,490 16,378 13,713 13.0 11.0 


1,308 1,007 2,092 

1,290 1,300 30,960 

1,119 1,264 20,025 


1,812 9.5 

24,956 5.6 

11,880 5.1 



2.015,500 1,432,700 


697 9.0 14.8 


1,033,330 8.2 10.7 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
I Preliminary. 
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Tablu 147*— Tobacco: Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, by 
States, averages, and annual 1931 and 1933 


State 

Acreage harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Weighted 
average 
price per 
pound, 
crop mar¬ 
keting sea¬ 
son 

Aver- 

19^lb28 

1031 

10321 

Ave^ 

age, 

1010- 

1928 

1031 

1032 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924>192S 

1931 

10321 

1931 

1032 


Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

Us. 

Lbs. 


BHi 

UOOOlhs. 


CerUs 

Cents 

Massachusetts.. 





1,327 

1,410 

hiede^ 

10,085 

7,896 

10.2 

16.4 

Connecticut.... 


22,500 


1,329 

1,300 

1,378 

33,802 


20,267 

22.8 

20.2 

New York. 


1,200 

^BQ 

1,175 

mwm 


1,520 



0.5 

8.5 

Pennsylvania_ 


40,000 

ti!? 

1,339 

1,410 


51,840 

57,669 

43,363 

7.4 

7.0 

Ohio.—. 

42.240 

rrf 


HIM! 

003 

732 

34,361 

54,615 


6.5 

7.6 

Indiana.. 

msm 

tri 


865 

015 

768 

13,292 


10,522 

6.6 

10.3 

Wisconsin. 

83,400 

ixi 


1,188 

1,220 

1,202 

38,868 

48,800 

36,176 

5.4 

3.7 

Minnesota- 


^Hn yrr 

600 

\Em 

1,160 


782 

2,185 

66C 

A6 

3.0 

Missouri.. 

4.280 

^HR 


058 

050 



7,125 

7,175 

10.1 

12.0 

Maryland. 

31,200 



773 

775 


24,360 

20,605 

22,76C 

15.0 

lao 

Vireinia. 

104,200 

153,000 


644 

640 

597 


07,020 

66,715 

6.6 

0.1 



■K M 

3,500 

770 

740 


A 868 



9.3 

1A3 


'it 

Hm. u!i 

BjvaS*ri 

665 

687 

590 


470,526 

280,840 

as 

12.0 

South Carolina. 





686 

577 

68,328 

60,072 

39,236 

0.2 

12.6 

Georgia.. 


m 


688 

710 

463 

52,632 

50,640 


6.8 

11.3 

Florida. 



4,20C 

051 

835 


6,641 

7,598 

2,061 

22.2 

27.0 

Kentucky. 

VHii 1 

Hrij.' 


802 

865 

707 

330,574 

488.725 


7.1 

10.3 

Tennessee. 

Him 

BfiV i!i!i 


783 

840 

81{ 

01,300 

135,240 

110,565 

7.4 

10.0 

Louisiana_ 


500 

400 

432 

450 

430 

160 

225 

172 

26.0 

25.0 

United States- 



ilia 

768.6 

705.0 

721.2 

1,208,047 

1,604,226 


8.2 

10.7 


Bureau of Agricultural Ecoaomics. Estimates of the Crop Eeporting Board. 


1 Preliminary. ^ d-year average. 


Table 148.— Tobacco: Acreage, yield per acre, and production in specified countries, 
annual 1930-31 to 1933-33 ^ 


Country 

Acreage 

Yield per acre * 

Production 

1930-31 

1931-32 

1032-835 

1030-31 

1931-32 

1932-33 

1030-31 



NORTH AMERICA, CENTRAL 










AMERICA, AND WEST 










INDIES 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 








acres 

acres 

acres 

Lbs. 

Lbs. 

Us. 

IjOOOlbs. 

1,000 lbs. 

IJOOOlbs. 

Canada. 

41 

55 

54 

886 

032 

OQQ 

36,717 

51,300 


United States. 

2,112 

2,016 

1,433 

780 

796 

721 

1,647,377 

1,604,226 

1,033,830 

MATinn_ 

33 

85 


699 

720 


23,130 

25,184 


Cuba_ _ 







82,118 

80,707 

34,603 

DominlGan Republic. 







24,030 

*11,874 

Puerto Rico __ 

46 

*60 


600 

670 


27,413 

*33,500 

EUROPE 







Sweden___ 

1 

1 


1,867 

1,400 


1,351 

061 


Belgium 

7 

7 ! 

7 

2,113 

2,066 

2,052 

15,387 

1A469 

13,619 

Germany.. 

23 

26 

27 

2,025 

1,951 

1,918 

46,408 

51,104 

61,267 

Poland. 

12 

18 

13 

1,078 

1,000 

1,499 

13,080 

1A550 

19,805 

Russia,. 

248 

*378 

*667 

1,229 

747 

1,044 

305,183 

*282,240 

*696,640 

France. 

38 

31 

41 

1,820 

1,642 

1,690 

69,163 

47,619 

70,106 

SwifiKArlftTid 

1 

1 


1,786 

1,427 


1,323 

882 


Czechodovakia. 

19 

22 

25 

1,192 

1,363 

1,323 

22,095 

30,405 

83,069 

Hungary. 

50 

62 

61 

1,271 

1,303 

1,305 

76,397 

80,468 

84,877 

Rumania. 

85 

40 


623 

625 

695 

63,011 

2A926 

17,637 

Spain. 

12 

9 

121 

1,481 

1,443 

1,102 

17,415 

12,091 

18,228 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 148.— Tobacco: Acreage^ yield per acre, and production in specified countries, 
annual 1930-Sl to 1932-33 —Continued 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from official sources, International Institute of Agricul¬ 
ture, and reports of Umted States consuls, commercial attachC*s, agricultural attaches, and commodity 
specialists in foreign countries, except os otherwise stated. 

1 Acreage and production figures are for the harvesting season. In the Northern Hemisphere data for 
1930-31, for example, are for crops harvested in the summer and ftill of 1930; in the Southern Hemisphere 
they are for crops harvested in the spring of 1931, except in the Dutch East Indies, where the harvest ^as 
largely completed in 1030. 

* Calculated from actual acret^e and production, except in instances where rounded figures, only, were 
available. 

* Preliminary. 

‘ Unofficial. 

«Turkey in Europe and in Asia. 

« Exclusive of North-West Frontier Province. 

r Data for Eur^an plantations only. 

8 Exclusive of China for which complete data are not available. The production of flue-cured tobacco, 
alone, which rmresents only a small proTOrtion of the total of China was estimated at 92,000,000 pounds 
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Table 149.— Tohdcco^ unmanufactured: Productionf stocks, supply, disappeatance^ 

and pricey 1927-1932 1 ^ 

FLUE-CURED, TYPES 11-14 


Year 

Produc¬ 
tion * 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
July 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 
appear¬ 
ance, 
year be¬ 
ginning 
Julyl* 

Average 

price 

per 

pound 

Year 

Produc¬ 
tion s 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
July 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 
appear¬ 
ance, 
year be¬ 
ginning 
July 1 a 

Average 

price 

per 

pound 

1927.— 

1928— 

1929— 

Million 
pounds 
718.8 
739.1 
749 8 

Million 

pounds 

466.5 

666.0 

690.0 

Million 
pounds 
1,186.3 
1,304.1 
1,339.8 

Million 

pounds 

C20.3 

714.1 

740.6 

Cents 

20.6 

17.3 

18.0 

1930—. 

1931.... 

1932_... 

Million 
pounds 
864 3 
666.0 
*362.0 

Million 

pounds 

699.3 

676.8 

746.2 

MUlion 
pounds 
1,463.6 
1,341.8 
1,107.2 

Million 

pounds 

786.8 

596.6 

.! 

Cents 

12.0 

8.6 

*11.6 


VIRGINIA PIRE-CURED, TYPE 21 


Year 

Produc¬ 
tion * 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
Oct. 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis- 
appoar- 
aneo, 
year be¬ 
ginning 
Oct. 1 ^ 

Average 

price 

per 

pound 

Year 

Produc¬ 
tion * 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
Oct. 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 
appear¬ 
ance, 
year be¬ 
ginning 

Average 

price 

per 

pound 


MUlion 

Million 

Million 

Million 



Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 



pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Cents 


pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Cents 

1927.... 

26.6 

66.1 

82.7 

33.7 

9.9 

1930..._ 

23.3 

27.9 

61.2 

22.6 

8.3 

1028— 

21.9 

49.0 

70.9 

39.6 

10.0 

1931._.. 

28.3 

28.6 

66.9 

24.7 

4.9 

1920—. 

22.8 

31.3 

54.1 

20.2 

16 9 

1932— 

*14 6 

32 2 

40.8 


*8.6 


KENTUCKY AND TENNESSEE FIRE-CURED, TYPES 22 AND 23 






Disap- 

Average price 
per poimd 





Disap- 

Average price 
per pound 

Year 

Pro¬ 
duc¬ 
tion * 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
Oct. 1 

Total 

supply 

pear- 
ance, 
year 
begin- 
ning 
Oct. IS 

Clarks- 

vUIe 

and 

Hop- 

kins- 

viUa 

Pa¬ 

du¬ 

cah 

Year 

Pro¬ 
duc¬ 
tion * 

Stocks 
on 
hand 
Oct, 1 

Total 

supply 

pear- 
ance, 
year 
begm- 
ning 
Oct. 1 * 

Clarks¬ 

ville 

and 

Hop- 

kizis- 

vihe 

Pa¬ 

du¬ 

cah 


Mil¬ 

lion 

pounds 

Mil¬ 

lion 

pounds 

Mil^ 

lion 

pounds 

Mil¬ 

lion 

pounds 

Gents 

Cents 


Mil¬ 

lion 

pounds 

Mil¬ 

lion 

pounds 

Mil¬ 

lion 

pounds 


Cents 

Cents 

1927... 

r 82.7 

101.9 

214.6 


18.4 

12.2 


1311 

mmmm 

241.2 

111.9 

9.9 

5.6 

1928— 


114.1 

222.7 


16.8 

12,6 

1931- 

166.2 

129.3 

284.5 


6.8 

4.0 

1929-. 

IB 

104.1 

269.1 


112 


1932- 

*108.4 

158.5 



*0.6 

*4.6 


HENDERSON FIRE-CURED, TYPE 21 


Year 

Produc¬ 
tion * 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
Oct. 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 
appear¬ 
ance, 
year be- 

Averj^e 

price 

per 

pound 

Year 

Produc¬ 
tion * 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
Oct. 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 
appear¬ 
ance, 
year be¬ 
ginning 
Oct. 1* 

Average 

price 

per 

pound 

1927— 

1928— 
1929„.. 

Million 

pounds 

4.2 

6.0 

9.5 

Million 

pounds 

7.2 

4.6 

.7 

MiUion\ 
pounds 
11.4 
10. C 
10.2 

Million 

pounds 

6.8 

9.9 

9.6 

Cents 

9,7 

13.9 

9.6 

1930— 

1931— 

1932— 

Million 

pounds 

8.9 

7.3 

34.6 

Million 

pounds 

0.7 

3.1 

4.1 

Million 

pounds 

9.6 
10.4 

8.7 

Alillion 

pounds 

6.6 

6.3 

Cents 

6.9 

4.0 

*3.7 



* Production and price data, 1927-1920, revised May, 1932. Revised data for years 1919-1926 published 
in U. S. Department of Agriculture Circular No. 249. , , , ^ ^ 

3 Oreeu-weight basis, i. e., farmers* soles weight. Disappearance includes consumption, exports, ana 
losses. 

»Preliminary. 
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Table 149. — Tobacco, unmamifactured: Production, siochB, supply, disappearance, 
and price, 1927-1932 —Continued 

BURLEY, TYPE 31 


Y^ear 

Produc¬ 

tion* 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
Oct. 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 

appear¬ 

ance, 

yearbe- 

^imng 

Average 

price 

per 

pound 

Year 

Produc¬ 
tion * 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
Oct. 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 
appear¬ 
ance, 
year be- 
ginuinc: 
Oct. IS 

Average 

price 

per 

pound 


mikn 

pounds 

176.2 

269.1 

342.2 

MiUloa 

pounds 

461.3 
347.8 

332.4 

' ! 

MiUiori 

pounds 

627.5 
616.9 

674.6 

Million 

pounds 

279.7 

284.5 

301.6 

Cents 

25.9 

30.5 

21.8 

1930.. .. 

1931.. .. 

1932.. .. 

miion 

pounds 

357.7 

454.2 

3 344.2 

MtUion 

pounds 

373.0 

436.8 

585.9 


Million 

pounds 

293.9 

305.1 



SOUTHERN MARYLAND. TYPE 32 


1927.... 

26.2 

21.9 

48.1 

23 0 

23.4 


18.7 

17.2 

35.9 

18.8 

1928.--. 

20.5 

25.1 

45.6 

26 G 

27.2 

1931.-. 

29.6 

22.1 

51.7 

21.0 

1929-.. 

24.8 

19.0 

43.8 

26.6 

27.7 

1932.— 

322.8 

30.7 

53.5 



ONE SUCKER, TYPE 35 


1927.— 

13.1 

41.7 

54.8 

27.9 



29.4 

25.1 

54.5 

22.2 

mm 

1928.... 


26 9 

46 9 

25.5 

12.4 

1931.... 

29.8 

32.3 

62.1 

28.4 


1929— 

29.9 

21.4 

51.3 

26.2 

10.5 

1932.— 

*18.1 

33.7 

51.8 




GREEN RIVER, TYPE 36 


IBBI 

18.1 

48 4 

66 5 

26.4 

9.1 


28.3 

23.8 

62.1 

27.9 

8.9 


18.9 

40 1 

59.0 

28.2 

11.6 

1931..- 

42.9 

24.2 

67.1 

30.8 

3.3 

IIIB 

27.4 

30.8 

58.2 

34.4 

10.7 

1932..- 


36.3 

58.2 


33.4 


VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, TYPE 37 


1927— 

6.5 

6.9 

11.4 

6.3 


Pllll 

3.4 

8.9 


3.8 

7.7 


5.0 

6.1 

10.1 

4.6 



3.1 

3.5 


3.2 

5.8 

1929-.-. 

4.1 

5.6 

9,6 

■H 


BB 

*2.0 

m 

■it 


*6.5 


PENNSYLVANIA CIGAR LEAF, TYPE 41 


1927— 

46.6 

84.1 


46.1 

12.9 

1930— 

39.4 

79.6 


44.8 

6.4 

1928— 

60.7 

84.0 

KESQ 

52.0 

13.9 

1931— 

67.1 

74.2 

KSSl 

23.7 

7.4 

1929— 

aas 

83.3 


54.5 

12.0 

1932— 


107.6 



3 7.0 


MIAMI VALLEY, TYPES 42-44 


IBM 

12.2 56.8 

60.0 

22,1 


1930— 


36.4 

■B 

14.5 

10.1 


15.6 46.9 

62.5 

22.6 


1931— 

38.5 

54.2 

KSQ 

20.9 

5.3 

pB 

20.7 39.9 

60.6 

24.2 

■■ 

1932— 


67.8 

H|Q 


*5.0 


GEORGIA AND FLORIDA SUN- AND SHADE-GROWN, TYPES 45 AND 62 


1927— 

5.2 

4.9 

BBI 

3.0 

49.4 


5.3 

8.3 

13.6 

6.0 

48.7 

1928— 

5 5 

7.1 


5.7 

44.9 

1931— 

4.2 

7.6 

11.8 

4.6 

41.1 

1929— 

0.2 

6.9 


4.8 

44.0 

1932— 

*2.6 

7.2 

9.8 


*33.2 


3 Grees-weigbt basis, i. e., fanners’ sales weight. Disappearance includes consumption, exports and 
sses. 

»Preliminary. 
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Table 149.— Tobacco^ unmanujaotared: Production^ stocks^ supply, disappearance, 
and price, 1927-1982 —Continued 

NEW ENGLAND BROADLEAF, TYPE 51 


Year 

Produc¬ 
tion > 


Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 
appear¬ 
ance, 
year be- 
ginnint; 
Oct.l 2 

Average 

puce 

per 

pound 

Year 

Produc¬ 
tion 2 

Stocks 

on 

hand 
Oct. 1 

Total 

supply 

Dis¬ 
appear¬ 
ance, 
year be¬ 
ginning 
Oct.l“ 

Average 

pnce 

per 

pound 

1927. — 

1928. — 
1929— 

pounds 
17.0 
16.1 1 
12.1 

Wllion 
pounds 
37 7 
31.4 
31.0 

Million 
pounds 
64.7 1 
47.6 I 
43.1 


1 

Cents 
21.0 
21 0 
27.4 

1930- ... 

1931- ... 

1932- ... 

Million 

pounds 

18.5 

18.7 

8 10.0 

Million 
pounds 
24.8 
30.0 1 
36.6 

Million 

pounds 

43.3 

48.7 

46.6 


Cents 

26.1 

14.1 

311.0 


NEW ENGLAND HAVANA SEED, TYPE 62 



16.1 

42.4 

57.5 

20.6 

23. si 

1930— 

17.9 

32.9 

50.8 



1928—. 

16.6 

36.9 

63 4 

22.0 


1931-.. 

16.4 

33.4 

48.8 



1929.... 

17.8 

31.4 

49.2 

16.3 

81.1| 

1932— 

8 13.7 

37.1 

60.8 




NEW YORK AND PENNSYLVANIA HAVANA SEED, 

TYPE 63 


1927.... 

1.9 

3 2 

5.1 

2.8 

18.0 


1 6 

2.2 

3 7 

0.7 

11.7 

1928— 

L6 

2 3 

3 9 

1.7 

19.3 

1931.... 

2 1 

3.0 

5.1 

1.2 

9.5 

1929.... 

1.4 

2 2 

3.6 

1.4 

16.4 

1932-.- 

3 1.8 

ao 

6.7 


38.6 


WISCONSIN CIGAR LEAP, TYPES 64 AND 55 


1927.... 

33.9 

83.1 


44.5 

|n 

IMH 

56.8 

85.3 

141.1 

35.9 


1928—. 

49.8 

72.6 

BSSI 

36.1 


1931.— 

5L0 

105w2 

156.2 

34.9 


1929.... 

49.9 

86,7 


51.8 

m 

1932— 

886.8 

12L8 

158.1 




NEW ENGLAND SHADE-GROWN, TYPE 61 


1927— 

6.4 

6.5 

12.9 

6 1 

106.0 

1930.— 

7.7 

10.2 


Bfl 

9ao 

1928.... 

6.9 

6.8 

13.7 

7.2 


1931-.. 

6.3 

10.9 

HEq 


76.0 

1929.... 

10.2 

6.5 

16.7 

6.5 


1932— 

34.4 

10.9 

Bgy 

B8 

86&0 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Stocks prior to 1929 compiled from reports of the Bureau of the 
Census. 


> Green-weight basis, i. e., farmers’ sales weight. Disappearance includes consumption, exports, and 
isses. 

B Preliminary. 
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Table 150.— Tobacco: Stocks in hands of dealers and manufacturers, first of each 

quarter, 1928-1982 


Type and year 



06,310115,064 114,702107,042 


Bureau of Agrlcnltaral Economics. 

i fndudlng small quantities of other miscellaneous, e. g., Louisiana perique. 
• Includes Eastern Ohio Export and all other tobacco dassed as miscdlaneous. 
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Table 151. — Lea^ tobacco used in maunfacturing cigars, cigarettes, and tobacco and 
snuff, calendar years 1922-1931 i 



Cigars 

Cigarettes 

Tobacco and 

Total 

Year 

Largo 

Small 

Large 

Small 

snuR 

1922—. 

Pounds 

149,363,275 

Pounds 

2,345,976 

Pounds 

142,044 

1 

Pounds 

109.455,096 

Pounds 

325,509,608 

Pounds 

646,815,999 

1923 __ 

357,837,176 

1,015,384 

156,436 

200,238,246 

328,888,700 

689,036,041 

1924 ... 

151,356,058 

2,056,784 

137,929 

217,662,386 

322,746,284 

693,858,440 

1925 ..-. 

147,630,760 

1,470,374 

144,002 

244,170,315 

325,109,202 

718,426,613 

1926 . 

151,049,170 

1,322,339 

108,497 

267,475,086 

317,399,077 

301,314,291 

737,354,169 

1027 . 

161,049,266 

1,460,667 

95,961 

290,368,023 

744,288,207 

1928 . 

149,993,168 

1,296,722 

87,632 

310,070,927 

293,176,363 

754,624,812 

1929 . 

150,878,378 

1,260,740 

92,788 

346,450,363 

297,953,440 

796,625,709 

779,806,202 

1930 .. 

136,749,916 

1,161,057 

65,333 

347,849,455 

203,900,441 

1931 ___ 

126,611,200 

1,016,997 

48,171 

329,919,304 

294,812,085 

752,403,657 



Bureau of Internal Revenue. 


etc 
no 

Table 152. —Production of manufactured tobacco, snuff, cigars, and cigarettes, 

calendar years 1922-1931 ^ 


The quantities given are unstemmed equivalent of all kinds of tobacco used. Stemmed leaf and scraps 


Year 


Plug 


Twist 


Fine cut 


Scrap 

chewing 


Smoking 


BnufC 


Total 


1922. 

1923. 

1924. 

1925. 

1926. 

1927. 

1928. 

1929. 

1930. 

1931. 


Pounds 
120,174,363 
120,798,439 
111,477,092 
111,390,766 
109,766,342 
103,918,416 
100,646,047 
96,744,046 
86,273,617 
76,652,810 


Pounds 
10,947,547 
10,665,185 
9,901,642 
9,749,836 
9,179,089 
7,988,281 
8,891,640 
8,187,608 
7,623,716 
6,377,436 


Pounds 

0,892,417 

7,140,828 

6,780,581 

7,161,246 

6,984,728 

6,286,483 

5,186,304 

5,656,620 

5,089,410 

4,170,256 


Pounds 


61,235,195 


Pounds 
243,355,372 
234,944,139 
246,990,137 
247,739,899 
246,488,832 
237,933,677 
231,134,105 
229,685,163 
232,013,383 
182,947,238 


Pounds 
38,136,400 
39,228,284 
39,029,026 
37,841,222 
38,226,725 
40,397,123 
40,475,382 
41,127,453 
40,706,883 
39,864,345 


Pounds 
419,606,105 
412,776,876 
414,178,378 
413,872,969 
410,596,716 
396,323,980 
386,333,478 
381,199,890 
371,766,909 
371,237,299 


Year 


1922. 

1923. 

1924. 

1925. 

1926. 

1927. 

1928. 

1929. 

1930. 

1931. 


Cigars ^ 

Cigarettes 

Weighing more 
than 3 poimds 
per 1,000 

Weighing not 
more than 3 
pounds i)er 
1,000 

Weighing 
more than 3 
pounds per 
1,000 

Weighing not 
more than 3 
pounds per 1,000 

Number 

6,722,364,177 
0,950,247,389 
6,597,676,535 
6,463,193,108 
6,408,641,283 
6,519,004,960 
0,373,181,751 
6,618,633,042 
5,803,890,418 
6,347,921,293 

Number 
632,906,035 
505,305,490 
630,714,332 
144,089,170 
412,314,795 
439,419,390 
415,635,410 
419,88a 335 
383,069,980 
338,086,780 

Number 
17,450,456 
18,065,858 
la 054,285 
17,428,807 
13,239,765 
11,432,860 
la 403,004 
9,052,480 
7,306,926 
5,159,660 

Number 

55,763,022,618 

66,715,830.430 

72,708,989,025 

82,247,100,347 

92,096,973,920 

99,809,031,010 

108,705,605,650 

122,302,380,846 

123,802,186,217 

117,064,214,494 


Bureau of Internal Revenue. 

1 Included under head of “Smoking” prior to 1931. 

> Cigars produced in and removed for doznestio consumption from bonded manufacturing warehouses are 
not indudM. 
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Table 153.— Tobacco, unmanufactured: International trade, average 

annual 1929-1931 ^ 


Calendar year 


Country 

1 

j Average 1926-1929 

1929 

1930 

19311 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PSINOPAL EXPORTING 
COUNTRIES 

United States. 

Batch East Indies... 

Greece. 

Brazil. 

Bulgaria. 

Philippine Islands.. 

Cuba. 

British India. 

Bominican Bepublic. 

Algeria. 

Paraguay. 

1,000 

pouvdB 

525,232 

170,071 

109,224 

67,864 

67,616 

47,940 

42,279 

40,432 

36,528 

33,841 

14,252 

13,392 

9,873 

4,994 

2,243 

1,000 

pounds 

78,243 

11,967 

>40 

8,866 

0 

674 

0 

16,192 

0 

10,374 

8 162 
7,393 

0 

766 

70 

1,000 

pounds 

565,902 

161,289 

110,351 

67,251 

44,583 

64,833 

46,693 

37,623 

36,297 

36,740 

18,005 

30^112 

20,148 

7,453 

3,194 


1,000 

pounds 

579,704 

171,582 

108,455 

80,949 

49,499 

50,279 

58,791 

38,835 

28,594 

25,932 

6,601 

23,229 

20,086 

2,659 

1,294 

1,000 
pounds 
71,643 
13,782 

3,733 

24 

412 

0 

12,417 

0 

12,495 

1,000 

pounds 

624,472 

178,565 

94,895 

83,264 

54,205 

53,691 

83,925 

16,011 

30,551 

1,000 

pounds 

74,452 

7,870 

790 

8,6^ 

0 

9,304 

Buss'a. 

Yuaoslavie. 

Ceylon. 

Total. 

PRINCIPAI IMPORTING 
COUNTRIES 

Germany. 

United Kingdom. 

China. 

France. 

Netherlands. 

Spain. 

Belgium. 

Czechoslovalrifl 

Poland. 

Austria. 

Argentina. 

Australia 4. __ 

Canada. 

ffc:::;;:;-.- 

Switzerland __ 

Japan_ 

Sweden. 

Benmark. 

Irish Free State 

Finland. 

Norway. 

6,483 

0 

650 

217 

6,977 

0 

602 

656 

^,624 

6,389 

6,490 

2,584 

^597 

0 

454 

1.174,781 

129,750 


127,424 

1,246.489 

122,640 

1,104,066 

110,338 

679 

6,211 

24,737 

403 

3,115 

37 

82 

7 

723 

2; 111 
417 

7 

6,467 

0 

7,333 

92 

2; 952 
166 

2 

269 

0 

0 

217,778 
202,589 
104,648 
92,321 
70,090 
53,921 
45,005 
38,996 
33,809 
31,367 
23,946 
21,622 
17,058 
16,639 
16,166 
13,166 
12; 832 
12,099 
11,835 
8,931 
7,094 
6,037 

916 

8,404 

17,207 

119 

185 

100 

1 

256 

^492 

451 

0 

7,244 

0 

9,345 

172 

280 

254 

0 

108 

0 

0 

228,112 

230,623 

121,469 

85,688 

72,438 

67,416 

48,044 

45,284 

36,338 

28,819 

26,448 

21,138 

17,718 

17,072 

16,530 

15,661 

15,261 

17,061 

12,523 

9,328 

7,739 

5,533 

1,997 

8,336 

15,859 

1,483 

1 3,260 

0 

364 

0 

227 

2,670 

1,042 

0 

5,372 

0 

7,286 

456 

3,295 

160 

0 

344 

0 

0 


667 

8,804 

18,754 

1,129 

4,388 

0 

685 

0 

181 

2,349 

599 

0 

6,706 

0 

9,301 

405 

1,766 

182 

0 

0 

0 

158,258 

185,997 

165,609 

111,876 

74,624 

65,419 

49,720 

23,239 

22,432 

20,160 

26,538 

22,393 

14.323 
13,688 
6,004 
16,602 
16,080 
12,849 
13,481 

11.323 
4,407 
6.665 

l otal.1 51,810 [1 

1,056,850 

50,005 

.,145,103 

62,150 : 

1,168,857 I 

65,856 

1,050,677 


1 Preliminary. 

“ 3-year average. 

> 2-year averajre. 

• Year ended June 30. 
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Table 154.— Tohacco, unmanufactured: RsportSf hy types, 19^3-24. to 1981-32 


Year be¬ 
ginning 
October 

Flue- 
cured, 
types 
11-14 1 

Virginia 
flre- 
cuied, 
type 21 

Ken¬ 

tucky 

and 

Tennes¬ 
see Ore- 
cured, 
types 
22, 23, 
and 24 

Burley, 
typo 31 

South¬ 

ern 

Mary¬ 
land, 3 
type 32 

One 

Sucker,® 
type 36 

Green 
Biver,® 
type 36 

Cigar 

leaf 

Black 

fat, 

water 

bailer, 

and 

dark 

Afhcan< 

Other 

leaf# 

Stems, 

trim¬ 

mings, 

and 

scrap 


MiiliOTi 


MUhon 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

MiUion 

Million 

MiUion 

1923- 21. 

1924- 26. 

192^26 

potmds 

260.0 

207.6 
324.4 

288.7 

mmds 

27.4 

26.7 

19.3 

pounds 

167.1 

126.3 

110.0 

pounds 

7.7 
6.0 

6.8 

pounds 

19.2 
13.7 

12.3 

pounds 

pounds 
16.2 
1C. 8 
14.4 

pounds 

1.6 

.7 

.7 

pounds 

pounds 

449 

20.8 

19.4 

9.7 

pounds 

39.2 

8.0 

9.4 

5.9 

1926-27. 

22.0 

128.4 

18.1 

18.8 

4.6 

14.2 

.6 

0.4 

1927-28 —- 

328.6 

21.2 

84.7 

7.1 

12.6 

3.4 

8.1 

.6 1 

1.2 

5.9 ! 

7.4 

1928-29. 

413.9 

21.6 

76.9 

6.2 

13.3 

2.9 

10.0 

44 

4.6 

1,7 

9.3 

1929-30. 

429.9 

18.1 

104.6 

9.7 

7.8 

3.2 

8.9 

43 

8.2 

.2 

12 4 

1930-31. 

432.7 

11.8 

74.1 

8.7 

10.6 

1.8 

6.4 

3.7 

7.6 

.1 

26 1 

1931-32. 

286.5 

13,3 

82.4 

11.0 

8.5 

1.0 

4.3 

i 

.8 

10.4 

.1 

20.9 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce. 

1 Year beginning July. 

> Includes eastern Ohio. 

s Prior to Jan. 1,1927, One Sucker included with Green Biver. 

< Prior to Jan. 1, 1927, mcluded with other leaf. 

i Prior to Jan. 1,1929, includes a part of exports of other types not reported separately; beginning Jan. 1, 
1929, perique only* 









STATISTICS OF FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 


Table 165. — Almonds: Production and value, California, 19SS-19S2 


Item 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931 

19321 

Pioduction-short tons— 
Averaso price per ton. 

11,000 

8,000 

7,500 

16,000 

12,000 

11,000 

4,700 

13,500 

14,800 

14,000 

crop-marketing season 





320 

340 


200 



.dollars . 

260 

300 

400 

300 

480 

176 

165 

Farm value, basis aver¬ 











age price crop-mnrkot- 
ing season-1,000 dolls. 

2,860 

2,400 

3,000 i 

4,800 

3,840 

4,760 

2,256 

2,700 

2,605 

2,310 


Biiro-iu of Asr-icultaral Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 Preliminary. 


Table 156.— Apples: Production, car-lot shipments, prices and foreign trade 

1919-1982 


Year 

Production 

Price per 
bushel 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Dec. 1 

Car-lot ship¬ 
ments from 
crop of year 
shown 

Foreign trade, year beginning Julyi* 

Domestic exports 

Im¬ 

ports, 

fresh 

and 

dried 

In 

terms 

of 

fresh 

Net exports 8 

Total 

Com- 

mer- 

clul 

Cars 

Equiv¬ 
alent 
bush¬ 
els 8 

Fresh 

Dried 

Dried 

in 

terms 

of 

fresh 

Canned 

in 

terms 

of 

fresh 

Total 

Per¬ 
cent¬ 
age 0 
pro¬ 
duc¬ 
tion 

P.cf. 

1919. 

Wm 


Dolls. 

Xumber 

J,000 

bush. 

i,000 

bush. 





1,000 

bush. 

mw. 

1920.: 

1021. 

1922 . 

1923 . 

1924 . 

78,477 
101,716 
64,671 
95,835 
107,808 

1.S4 
1.15 
1.68 
.99 
1,02 

116,117 
89,559 
113,961 
138,184 

69,670 

53,735 

68,877 

84,405 

3,162 
7,995 
3,282 
5,269 
12,295 

|i| 

1,231 
1,881 
1,295 
1,335 
3,168 


849 
142 
1,353 
189 
132 

3,534 

9,734 

3,224 

6,416 

15,331 

2.6 

4.4 

3.3 

3.2 

7.6 

1924 . 

1925 . 

1926 . 

1927 . 

192b. 

1929. 

1929 . 

1930 . 

1933. 

1932« - 

1 

1.18 
1.26 
.74 
1.39 
.99 

103,843 
127,804 
133,560 
93.094 
127, 530 


■ 

l| 

H 

5^ 

638 

676 

573 

1,151 

156 

74 

84 

154 

117 

12,062 

14,066 

25,287 

12,110 

27,298 

7.0 

8.2 

10.3 

9.8 

14.6 


81.39 

81.02 

8.66 

8.69 


n 



2,470 

3,971 

3,287 



13,282 

24,849 

21,931 

BQCj 

11 










Bureau of Agricullural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Reporting Board; 
Italic fieures are census returns. Pnees to producers arc based upon returns from crop reporters. Esti¬ 
mates of production for 1929 and 1930 revised on basis of 1930 census. Earlier years not so revised. 

1 Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United States, June issues, 1919-1926; 
January and June issues, 1927-1932; and official records of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Oommerce. 

3 Dried and canned are converted to terms of fresh apples on following bases: 1 pound of dried is equivalent 
to about 5 pounds fresh; 1 pound of canned is equivment to about 2 pounds fr^; 4S pounds fresh equal 1 
bushd. 

3 Total exports (domestic plus foreign) minus imports. 

* For years 1920-1022, It is assumed that the car lots averaged 600 bushels xier car. For years 1923 to 1982, 
inclusive, the estimatdi of bushels shipped have been calculated according to esthnated inridi-pg s Jn each 
State. 

3 Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

fl Preliminary. 

“ Indudes 21^,000 bushels not harvested on account of market conditions, 

8 December forecast of total shipments from 1932 crop. 
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Table 157.— Apples: Production and weighted average price, by States, average 
1924-1928 and annual 1931 and 1932 


State and division 


Total 



Average, 

1924-1928 

Bi 


Average, 

1924-1928 

1931 

1932 2 

1931 

1932 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 






bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Maine. 

2,488 

1,179 

2,412 

1,498 


1,299 


0.61 

New Hampshire. 

1,206 

520 

936 

731 

348 

669 

1.03 

.72 

Vermont-—. 

836 

800 

1,050 

471 


705 


.78 

Massachusetts. 

8,168 

1,675 

3,442 

1,991 



1.20 

.69 

Rhode Island. 

297 

270 

376 


189 

246 

1.24 

.72 

Connecticut. 

1,460 

616 

1,386 

820 


957 

1.28 

.83 

New York. 

26,076 

17,902 

22,197 




.82 

.54 

New Jersey. 

3,161 

3,400 

3,640 

2,112 


2,362 

.96 

.83 

Pennsylvania. 

9,372 

14,000 

9,637 

3,288 

5,514 


.62 

.58 

North Atlantic- 

48,054 

40,261 

44,975 

24,853 

22,569 

26,058 

.80 

.61 

Ohio. 

7,206 

14,600 

5,146 

■HSU 


1,524 

.50 

, .62 

hidiana. 

2,420 

3,600 

871 

541 


234 

.62 

.77 

Elmois. 

6,860 

8,265 

2,300 

3,367 


1,590 

.66 

.75 

Michigan. 

6,747 

10,070 

5,590 

3,526 


3,057 

.54 

.62 

Wisconsin. 

1,800 

1,827 

1,914 

395 

390 

396 

.86 

.61 

Minnesota. 

1,003 

1,180 

660 

125 

114 

66 

.86 

.81 

Iowa. 

2,662 

1,620 

1,827 

326 

255 

321 

.93 

.71 

Missouri. 

3,780 

6,412 

928 

1,570 

2,250 

576 

.59 

.87 

N^rth Dnlrntfl __ _ 









South Dakota_ 

162 

11 

192 




1 41 

.81 

Nebraska. 

691 

500 

627 

241 

273 

285 

.05 

.62 

Kansas. 

1,595 

1,910 

546 

941 


360 

.85 

.93 

North Central- 

3i, 929 

48,996 

20,600 

13,101 

20,028 

8,409 

.61 

.68 

Delaware. 

1,527 

1,800 

1,096 

1,248 


726 

.63 

.72 

Maryland. 

2,228 

3,458 

1,36$ 

1,24$ 

1,950 

766 

.56 

.58 

Virginia. 

12,989 

21,117 

7,830 



5,220 

.47 

.57 

West Virginia. 

7,162 

12,954 

4,917 



2,469 

.44 

.60 

North Carolina. 

4,479 

5,328 

1,826 

692 

840 

367 


.70 

Sout^ Pnrolina 

495 

320 

164 




.95 

.89 

Georgia. 

1,213 

1,440 

640 

317 

300 


.78 

.71 

South Atlantic- 

30,093 

46,417 

17,840 

14,953 

19,890 

9,750 

.50 

.61 

Eentucky. 

4,231 

4,600 

720 

346 

668 

90 

.60 

.77 

Tennessee. 

3,417 

3,375 

936 

232 

300 

96 

1.20 

.86 

Alabama.___ 

806 

1,100 

252 




.88 

.89 

Mississippi. 

243 

260 

61 



MHHMH 


.94 

Arkansas. 

3,016 

3,124 

1,368 

1,492 

■msi 

696 

.54 

.66 

Louisiana_ 

28 

30 

8 




.95 

1.05 

Oklahoma. 

686 

378 

387 

87 

60 

66 

.74 

.64 

Texas_ 

272 

150 

158 




.93 

.90 










South Central— 

12,758 

13,023 

3,880 

2,157 

2,001 

948 

.74 

.76 

Montana. 

318 

420 

662 

233 

330 

336 

1.01 

.63 

Idaho. 

4,781 

5,000 

4,209 

4,021 

3,969 

4,026 

.54 

48 

Wyoming__ 

42 

24 

53 




1.85 

.82 

Colorado. 

3,056 

2,000 

2,291 


MHBESI 

2,172 

.61 

.42 

New Mexico_ 

828 

1,082 

726 

563 


495 

.78 

.76 

Arizona.-__ 

84 

96 

77 

28 


24 

1.CS 

1.35 

Utah. 

851 

400 

924 

552 

210 

591 

.86 

.61 

Nevada._ __ 

45 

35 

41 




1.57 

.85 

Washington_ 

28,885 

31,400 

28,980 

24,617 

25,893 


.70 

.52 

Oregon_ 

6,371 

4,150 

4,950 

41333 

21079 


.53 

.46 

Cahfomia. 

9,166 

9,112 

59,045 

5 ; 084 

4,647 


.80 

.59 

Western. 

64,428 

63,719 

5 61,861 

42,066 

39,198 

39,654 

.69 

.52 

United States. 

. 180^262 

202,415 

J139,156 

97,119 


84,819 

.65 

.59 


Commercial i 


Weighted average 
pnce per bushd, 
crop-marketing 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Estimates of production 
for 1929 and 1930 revised on basis of 1930 census. Earlier years not so revised. 

1 Included in ** Total crop.” By commercial crop is meant that portion of the total crop which is sold for 
consumption as fresh fruit. 

^ Preliminary. 

3 Includes 220,000 bushels not harvested on account of market conditions. Prices and value are computed 
on harvested crop. 

163050®--33-33 
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Ta-biiE 168.— Awles: Car-lot shipments in eastern and western areas and United 
States by months^ 192S—24 to 1932—33 



Bnreau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from offldals and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car 
lots Include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 


1 Crop movement season extends from June of one year through June of the following year. 


Table 169.— Apples: Car-lot shipments^ by State of origin^ 1922-23 to 1931-32 


Crop-movement season ^ 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from doily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from offlcials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car lots 
mclude those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. See Table 168 for United 
States totals. 


1 Crop-movement s^ison extends from June of one year through June of the following year. 
3 B e g innin g January, 1982. figores are preliminary. 
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Table 160. — Apples: Cold-storage holdings 1923-19S2 
BARRELS 



Jan. 1 Feb. 1 Mar. 1 Apr. 1 May 1 | June 1 


1,000 

1,000 

ban els 

barrels 

4,226 

6,010 

3,172 

3,709 

3,749 

4,245 

3,188 

4,654 

1,864 

2,055 

2,978 

2,889 

2,189 

2,097 

1,571 

1,466 

2,285 

2,177 

1,242 

1,349 



BUSHEL BASKETS 



Bureau of Agricultural Economies. Compiled from reports made by cold-storage establishments. 
11 barrel is considered tbe equivalent of 3 boxes or 3 bushel baskets. 




































































































512 YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 

Table 161. — Apples International trade, average 1925-1929, annual 1928-1981 


Country 

Calendar year 


Average, 1925- 
1929 ' 

1 

1928 

195 


195 

to 

1031* 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 


Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

PRINCIPAL EXPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIES 

United States. 

Canada. 

Australia 8. 

Prance * . 

Trnly^ 

1,000 

buishels 

14,448 

3,626 

2,161 

1,876 

1,697 

1,309 

1,122 

8 784 
783 
565 

1,000 

bushels 

137 

542 

0 

608 

1 

422 

303 

60 

»2 

31 

1,000 

bushels 

13,635 

2,977 

3,619 

956 

1,405 

685 

773 

1,000 

bushels 

112 

634 

0 

615 

1 

391 

274 

1,000 
bushels 
16,856 
4,665 
1,342 
405 
1,907 
1,738 
1,108 

I 


1,000 

bushels 

167 

485 

0 

1,737 

3 

778 

704 

3 

2 

27 

1,000 

bushels 

17,786 

4,783 

2,770 

1,733 

1,535 

721 

4S6 

1,000 

bushels 

36 

424 

0 

3,348 

6 

911 

964 

Netherlands_ 

Belgium. 

P.M-mnnifi . 

Yugoslavia_ 

New 2Iealand. 

463 

814 

0 

21 

1,126 

789 

6 

30 

866 

1,081 

5 

12 

Total.. 

28,271 

2,046 

26,227 


29,935 

8,088 


8,896 

31,769 

6,708 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT- 











mo COUNTRIES 











United Kingdom-— 

0 

14,247 

0 

18,401 

0 

12,832 


13,583 

0 

17,007 

Germany. 

34 

8,415 

17 

9,777 

37 

7,601 


11,196 

157 

5,444 

Sweden_ 

0 

764 

0 

874 

0 

998 


683 

0 

829 

Denmark__ 

1 

684 

0 

638 


826 

3 

674 

0 

012 

Irish Free State_ 

2 

469 

4 

441 

2 

441 

6 

449 

0 

476 

Egypt - _ 

2 

379 

8 

345 

8 

487 

<1 

360 

2 

194 

Norway * _ 

0 

202 

0 

186 

0 

219 


170 


210 

Brazil_ 

0 

191 

0 

214 


268 

0 

114 

0 

146 

Finland . . _ 

0 

178 

0 

210 

0 

218 

0 

166 

0 

141 

Cuba_ 

0 

96 

0 

93 

0 

78 

0 

80 



Poland- 

18 

88 

25 

49 

7 

274 

150 

484 

7 

876 

Totd. 

67 

26,703 

49 

26,228 

49 

24,141 


27,958 

166 

26,738 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources. 


1 Foreign weights are converted to bushels on the basis of 48 pounds per bushel; domestic, 1 barrel equals 
3 boxes or bushels. 

2 Preliminary. < Year ended June 30. ^ Indudes pears. s s-year average. 


Table 162. — Apples: Average price. New York, by months, 1927-28 to 1982-33 
L. C. L. PRICE PER BARREL TO JOBBERS 


Variety and crop season 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov, 

Dec. 

Jan. 

- . 

Feb. 

Mot. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aver¬ 

age 

Baldwin: 

1997-98_ _ _ _ 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

5.93 

5.16 

5.74 

3.44 

DoUs. 

0.31 

>5.19 

6,72 

4.22 

3.12 

Dolls. 
0.44 
16.30 
5.43 
4.24 
2.66 

Dolls. 

7.28 

15.12 

5.49 

4.59 

2.66 

Dolls. 
8.02 
5.16 
5. CO 
6.18 
3.11 

Dolls. 

8.25 

5.00 

6.34 

5.66 

3.69 

Dolls. 

8.09 

5.83 

5.86 

5.95 

3.53 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls, 

7.27 

5.25 

6.74 

4.74 
ail 

1ft9v.9n__ 





1929-30_ _ _ 










1931-32_ __ _ 





1932-33. 

"iir 





McIntosh (New York 
State): 

1927-28___ _ 

7.31 

7.72 

7.77 

7.76 

8.86 ^ 
10.08 
a67 
a 15 
5.81 
3.62 

7.80 

5.42 

7.05 

3.51 

3.92 

2.55 

1 


10.81 

9.68 

9.63 

5.39 

5.82 






a90 

9.39 

a64 

5.76 

5.45 

1923-29. 

9.10 





1929-30_ _ _ _ 

a 47 





1930-31_ _ 


6.11 


1 


1931-32. 

4.33 

jgga 




1932-33.... 








6.48 
5.12 
6.10 
13.46 


9.75 

5.40 

6.70 

3.84 

8.47 






an 

a 25 
a 61 
a 94 
a 73 

192fr-29-_ 


5.20 











jBbbbbbbh 


4.82 

a78 


















i 



IBHI 

Bm 


HHi 

■■i 



2 Less than 10 quotations. 
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Table 162 :—Apples Average: price, New York, by months, 1927-28 to 1932-33 —Con. 


WEIGHTED AVEEAGE AUCTION PEICE PEE BOX 






Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

I May 

1 

June 

July 

Aver¬ 

age 

Delicious; 

1(127-28 .. 

Dolls. 

4.24 

Dolls. 
3.52 

Dolls. 
3.65 

Dolls. 

3.67 

Dolls. 

3.7R 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

4^ 

Dolls. 
4 10 

Dolls. 
8 83 

Dolh. 

\Do118. 

Dolls. 

192^29. 

2.78 

2.51 

2.49 

i76 

2.81 

3.10 

s’ 37 

3!24 

3.29 

3.80 

1 

2.86 

1929-30. 

3.35 

3.30 

3.13 

3.21 

3.23 

3.33 

3.36 

3.58 

3.48 

3.63 

1 2.04 

3.31 

1930-31. 

2.70 

2.49 

2.56 

2.58 

2.51 

2.40 

2.39 

2.41 

2.45 

2.03 

1.88 

2.44 

1931-32. 

2.38 

2.09 

2.06 

2.12 

1.88 

2.05 

2.09 

2.26 

1.04 

1.70 


2.07 

1932-33. 

2.12 

1.71 

1.64 

1.61 




Jonathan: 













1927-28. 

2.84 

2.05 

2.31 

1.94 

1.59 


2.47 





9 52 

1928-29. 

2.30 

1.77 

1.89 

1.97 

2.03 

2.39 






1 92 

192^0. 

2.85 

2.78 

2.45 

1.94 

2.27 

2.00 

2.02 

1.76 




2.54 

1930-31. 

2.23 

1.80 

1.82 

1.69 

1.77 







I'so 

1931-32. 

1.65 

1 1.46 

1.24 

1.18 

1.15 

1.05 

.88 

1.30 




L39 

1932-33. 

1.99 

1.40 

1.36 

1.15 








McIntosh: 













1927-28. 

2.70 

2.92 

3.15 

2.90 

2.92 

2.93 

3.23 

3J7 

4. 38 



3 06 

1928-29. 

2.50 

2.11 

2.06 

L99 

2.16 

2.34 

2.19 

2.30 

2. S3 



2JL6 

1929-30. 

2.86 

2.38 

2.41 

2.42 

2.61 

2.81 

3.26 

3.63 

3.^ 



2!ilS 

1930-31. 

1.75 

2.02 

1.96 

L84 

1.70 

1.78 

2.01 

2.33 

2.50 



1 I 92 

1931-32. 

1.61 

1.92 

2.04 

1.96 

1.82 

L84 

2.06 

2.05 

1.99 

2.36 


l'.97 

1932-33. 

1.65 

1.35 

1.29 

1.32 


Eome Beauty: 













1927-28.1 


2.72 

2.63 

2.61 

2.69 

2.65 

2.84 

2.84 

8.13 

2.76 


2.73 

1928-29. 

2.70 

2.10 

1.94 

2.05 

2.07 

2.11 

2.14 

2.20 

2.01 

2,74 


2 . 12 

1929-30. 

3.17 

2.71 

2.35 

2.42 

2.41 

2.40 

2.37 

2.80 

2 54 

2.61 


2*49 

1930-31. 

2.27 

1.98 

1.79 

1.70 

1.68 

1.76 

1.89 

1.99 

2.07 

1.88 

i.29 

l.’S4 

1931-32. 

2.35 

1.76 

1.54 

1.51 

1.42 

1.36 

1.88 

1.39 

1.30 

1.26 

.81 

1.44 

1932-33. 

1.68 

1.52 

1.30 

1.39 

1_ 








Winesap: ^ 













1927-28. 



3.28 

3.07 

3.06 

2.97 

2.96 

2.94 

2.83 

2.45 

1.82 

2.76 

1928-29. 



L70 

2.20 

2.41 

2.44 

2.53 

2.46 

3.10 

3.08 

4.33 

2.77 

1929-30. 



2.64 

2.61 

2.61 

2.63 

2.43 

2.64 

2.67 

3 ! 01 

3 ! 13 

2 ! 67 

1930-31. 



2.15 

2.16 

2.13 

2.00 

2.16 

2.23 

2. 27 

2 08 

2.09 

2*14 

1931-32. 


1.52 

1.78 

1.77 

1.52 

1.47 

1.53 

l.CO 

1.42 

1.52 

L48 

].*53 

1932-33. 



1.35 

1.49 

Winter Banana:« 













1927-28. 

2.06 

2.49 

2.52 

2.49 

2.76 

2.71 

2.29 

2.34 j 




2.71 

1928-29. 

2.26 

1.73 

3.95 

1.98 

1.95 

2.27 


1.77 




1.99 

1929-30. 

2.56 

2.37 

2.10 

2.32 

2.39 

2.08 i 

2.00 

2.07 




2.42 

1930-31. 

1.68 

1.53 

1.38 

1.44 

1.37 

1. 67 i 


1.59 




1.63 

1931-32. 

1.25 

1.30 

1.18 

1.27 

1.09 

1.58 ' 


.90 

.85 



1.80 

1932-33. 

1.34 

1.00 


.71 








YeUow Newtown: 












1927-28. 


2.69 

3.02 

2.62 

2.52 

2.80 

2.86 

3.11 

3.28 

3.18 

1.90 

3.01 

1928-29. 


2.06 

2,23 

2.20 

1.94 

2.25 1 

2.25 

2.50 

2.92 

3.50 

8.58 

2 ! 82 

1929-30. 



2.97 

2.32 

2. 73 

2.74 i 

2.90 

2.83 

2.98 

3.04 

2L8S 

2.93 

1930-31. 


2.04 

2.79 

1.84 

1.95 

1.87 

1.09 

2.11 

2.32 

2.49 

2.24 

1931-32. 


1.84 

1.96 

1.80 

1.88 

1.62 

1.70 

1.88 

2.06 

2.08 

1.24 1 

1.94 

1932-33. 


1.62 

1.41 

1.32 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. L. c. 1. prices compiled from daily market reports from the bureau 
representative at New York. Average prices as shown are based on stock of good merchantable quality 
and condition, 2}p'i inch unless otherwise stated; they are simple averages of daily range of selling prices. 
Average for season is simple average of monthly averages. Auction prices compiled from New York Daily 
Fruit Eeporter, deciduous section, and are weighted hy number of boxes sold. 

> Average for the season includes a price in August as follows; 1927-28, $0.79; 1930-31, $1.78; 1931-32, $0.94. 
3 Average for the season includes a price in Almost preceding the crop year as follows: 1927-28, $2.96; 
1928-29, $2.26; 1930-31, $2; 1931-32, $2.06. 


Table 163.— Apples: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers. 
United States, 1923-24 to 1982-33 


Crop year 

June 

15 

July 

15 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

15 

Oct. 

16 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Jan. 

16 

Peb. 

15 

Mar. 

15 

Apr. 

15 

May 

15 

Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 


Cents 

C&nts 

Cents 

Cents 

CeTits 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1 ' 1 M M 11 

188.6 

166.7 

121.4 


114.0 

114.6 


121.3 


129.1 

129.4 

131.3 

117.4 

* 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 HH 

159.3 

141.3 

121.6 

109.8 

115.9 

119.5 

128.2 

144.9 

160,7 

155.4 

158.4 

179.2 

122.1 

*. 11 1 1111 MH 

201.4 

158.7 

EEIiS 

112.5 

120.6 

127.7 

137.4 

146.3 

146.3 

139.8 

143.2 

148.2 

127.0 

• 1 11 1 111 mi 


133.8 


88,4 

80.2 

81.6 

87.7 

97.3 

98.8 


103.8 

113.5 

8a3 

* 11 11 111 HH 

■cfiWil 

144.4 

135.8 


134.7 

141.8 

152.4 

16L7 

168.3 

177.0 

183.3 

190.6 

14L7 

i! 1111111 HH 

188.7 

156.0 

105.5 

96,6 

99.4 


118.5 

124,1 


134.1 

133.5 

147.9 

110.3 

! 11111 1 1 HH 

153.1 

ICO. 5 

138.9 

KEIK 

137.9 

135.6 

143.4 

148.3 

154.0 

155.2 

159.9 

16a 2 

141.4 

• '.{IS) 1111 1 1 HH 

173.6 

144.8 


103.2 

98.4 

96.7 

98.8 


106.0 

105.5 

117.1 

121.9 

102,7 

!!!!!!■ 

131.6 


77.4 

70,7 

68.9 

61.3 

64.7 

66.4 

66.4 

71.2 

79.2 

82.7 


1 1 111 1 1 HH 


Hu 

65.1 



Hu 

61. r 






.... 







1 . 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based upon returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices 
by States, weighted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weight- 
izig monthly prices by cardot shipments. 
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Table 164.— A'pricots: Production and value^ Californiay 192S—1932 


Item 

1923 

1921 

1926 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931 

10321 

Production-short tons- 

Average price per ton, crop- 


















H 



17.70 



6,532 

8,100 

11,088 

11,856 

8,760 

13,615 

7,476 


4,649 


Buieau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 


* X^icllUUiiJ-icu j • 

^Includes some fruit not harvested on account of market conditions (but not included in computing 
value), as follows: 1930,8,300 tons; 1931,4,000 tons; 1932, 13,000 tons. 

Table 165.— Artichokes, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per box, 

1929-1982 


State 

Acreage 

Production 

Seasonal farm price per box 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

California. 

i 


Acres 

8,150 


Acres 

6,330 




uooo 

boxes ^ 
670 

Dolls. 

2.36 

! 

Dolls. 

1.60 

Dolls. 

1.70 

DolU. 

2.10 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 
1 Boxes containing approximately 40 poimds. 


Table 166,— Asparagus, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per 

crate, 1929—1932 


Utilization 

Acreage 

Production 

Seasonal farm price per 
crate 

1929 



1932 

1929 


1931 

1932 

1920 

1930 

1931 

1932 

For market. 

.Acr« 

45,840 

45,760 

Acres 

52,140 

44,670 



1 

i 

i 

i 

DoUs. 

2.65 

.98 

Dolls. 

2.24 

.97 


Dolls. 

1.43 

.66 

For manufacture ___ 

Total.. 

91,000 

96,810 



9,373 

_ 



9,0i9 

1.58 

1.61 

1.51 

1.13 



Bureau of .A^coltural Economics. Estimate based upon returns from crop reporters and canning 
establishments. 


1 Orates containing approximately 21 pounds. 


Table 167.— Avocados: Production and value, California, 1924-1982 


Item 

1924 

1925 

1928 

1 

1 1927 

1928 

1920 

1030 

1931 

19321 

Production.^ort tons— 

129 

233 

625 

310 

1,125 



2,525 

1,545 

Average price per ton, aop- 
markeung season-.donai8- 
Farm value, basis average 
price crop-marketing sea¬ 

720 

540 

400 

680 

330 



166 

186 

son.1,000 dolls- 

93 

126 

250 

217 

371 



419 

286 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 


1 Preliminary. 
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Table 168. — BeanSj Limay commercial crop: Acreage, produciion, and price per 
bushel or per pound, 1929-1982 




Acreage 



Production 


Season il farm price 

IJ tiiization 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 



1931 

1 UG2 

1929 

luGO 

1031 

1902 


Acres 

.4crcfi 

Acres 

Acres 

1,000 

hush,^ 

1,000 

buskA 

1,000 
bush A 

1,000 

bv&hA 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

For market-- 

4,670 

9,910 

8,670 

9,800 

348 

587 

571 

652 

1.86 

1.46 

1.56 

1.07 

1 

For manufacture. 

24,670 

30,980 

28,760 

15,830 

UOOO 
It,8.^ 
26,061 

1,000 

26,953 

1,000 
Ibsi 
GO, 614 

1,000 
IbsA 
17 ,009 

Cents 

4.3 

Cents 

1 3 

Cents 

0.9 

Cents 

2.S 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop repoiters and canning 
establishments. 


1 Bushels containing approximately 28 pounds, unshelled. 
3 Beported on shelled basis. 


Table 169. — Beans, snap, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per 
bushel or ton, 1929-1932 


Utilization 


Acreage 



Production 


Seasonal farm price 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1929 

1930 

l 1931 

l 1932 

1929 


1931 

i 1932 


Acres 

.4crcs 

Acres 

Acres 

nn 




Dolls, 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

For market. 

94,380 

110,580 

jJMjgj] 

FgjJJW 

8,937 


a 9,884 

p 10,955 

1.63 

1.39 

1.28 

0.09 

For manufacture.. 

65.040 

78,690 

62,710 

29,820 

Short 

tons 

92,800 

S 



62.72 

62.12 


38 40 

Total. 





199,544 

213,976 

187,308 

175,260 

101.86 

92.63 

87.05 

71.23 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters and canning 
establishments. 


1 Bushels containing approximately 24 pounds. 

3 Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 437,000 bushels in 1930,150,000 
bushels in 1931, and 695,000 bushels in 1932. Price refers to harvested portion of crop. 

Table 170. — Beans, snap: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin, 1921-1982 


Calendar year i 


btare 

1021 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1031 

1932 3 


Cars 


Cars 

Cats 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

New York. 

28 

■iill 


81 

62 

39 

31 

49 

69 


98 

68 

New Jersey. 

111 

68 


100 

48 

56 

203 

110 

61 

114 

129 

68 

Maryland. 

22 

149 


136 

127 

197 

235 

24G 

214 

352 

479 

238 

Virginia. 

79 


101 

899 

670 

841 

877 

657 

1,025 

541 

698 

660 

North Carolina- 

128 


261 

559 

459 

550 

504 

690 

736 

99S 

711 

626 

South Carolina.. 

331 


585 

517 

334 

449 

425 

439 

779 

682 

721 

563 

Georgia. .. 

26 

05 

26 

68 

27 

52 

96 

48 

152 

230 

175 

139 

Florida. 

367 

715 

1,644 

1,167 

1,992 

946 

2,583 

2,700 

3,254 

4,118 

4,319 

6,941 

Tennessee. 

23 

63 

81 

248 

84 

174 

45 

119 

132 

233 

83 

50 


79 

252 

47 

85 

88 

130 

143 

192 

312 

310 

208 

282 

Arkansas 


1 

2 

7 

13 

IS 

18 

69 

92 

130 

36 

27 

Louisiana. 

202 

90 

107 

439 

683 

588 

662 

822 

1,156 

744 

857 

525 

Texas. 

39 

26 

88 

210 


414 

471 

294 

356 

654 

607 

394 

Oolnrfirio 


2 



5 


5 

3 

58 

165 

76 

10 

California. 

60 

20 

26 

32 

118 

127 

60 

116 

77 

119 

92 

78 

Other States.... 

65 

144 

59 

154 

116 

126 

123 

132 

153 

139 

159 

140 

Total. 

1,500 

2,596 

3,124 

4,692 

5,133 

4,707 

6,481 

6,686 

8,626 

9,559 

9,348 

10,799 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daOy and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from oflBicials and local agents of common (^rriers throughout tie country. Shipments as shown in car 
lots include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. Beginning 1931 
figures include limabe^s in pod. 

1 Crop movement season is for calendar year except Florida which begins in October of the preceding 
year. 

a Preliminary. 
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Table 171. — Beets, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per bushel or 

ton, 1929-1932 


Acreage Production Seasonal farm pri^e 



Bureau of Agriculture Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters and canning 
establishments. 


1 Bushels containing approximately 5fJ pounds. 

^Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 495,000 bushels in 1931. Price 
refers to harvested portion of crop. 


Table 172. — Cabbage: CaT’lot shipments, by State of origin, 1921-1931 


Orop-movement season i 



Bur^u of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly roporta received by the bureau 
from ofEc^ local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car lots 
include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not Included. 


iments as shown in car lots 


months, from December through the second following April: i. e., the 
1921 %ason begins December, 1920, and ends April, 1922. Figures for certain States include shipments for 
or following the r^ular crop-movement season. 
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Seasonal farm price per ton i 

i 

Dollars 
16 00 
26 00 

19 91 

21 70 
32 00 
26.50 
2’i 75 

25 90 

S88S88 

40.00 

40.00 

^. ! 

S!l 

SSSSSS9S 

1931 

Dollars 
41.76 
43.30 

41.76 

15.28 
22 10 
16.60 
6.60 

s 

14.00 
15.00 
13 Hi 
11.00 
15.3S 
18.92 

IS. 80 
19.00 

16.21 


1930 

Dollars 

30.00 

35.00 

35.89 


46.01 

45.00 
35 00 
37.00 
44.00 
•12.50 
28 17 

26.00 

30.00 

38.12 

29.60 
16.40 
15. OS 
31 00 
35 20 
20 82 
22 (X) 
20.00 

I 

Dollars 

68.50 

50.00 

63.60 


oc 

20 no 
20.00 
21.30 
20.00 
31.50 
26.37 

20.00 

30.00 

25.27 

12.50 
19.75 
22 S3 
30.00 
19.88 
16.83 
28 00 
22.00 

Production 

1932 

III 

■“ci 

1 

1 

28,900 

22,000 

8,100 

114,500 

I 

g 


2,300 

6,500 

1 

1,000 

19,800 

12,900 

1,000 

6,700 

6,000 

17,000 

1.600 

1931 

Short tons 
9,000 
100 

9,100 

§§i§ 

s‘«aS 

«Q «0 ^ 
•0 

8 

CQ 

mw'iioeorHorf 
W tH CO iH 
ao •« 

5,200 

13,200 

1 


1930 

Short tors 
9,400 
1,300 

S 

c* 

20,700 

25,500 

9,900 

103,900 

160,000 

7.800 
3,000 

12,800 

4.800 
31,000 
20,200 

6,200 

14,000 

1 

e 

sissssis 

1920 

Short tons 
2,900 
1,100 

4,000 

21,800 

39.000 

16,100 

165,000 

i 

10,200 

3,600 

20,500 

6,000 

29,000 

37,800 

11 

107,100 

iH ^ o i-T««D wa 

Acreage 

1932 


i 

ilii 

o 

1,280 

350 

2,900 

800 

2,000 

3,550 

§§ 

1 

400 

2,200 

1.700 
200 

2,220 

1,000 

4.700 
300 

1931 

Acres 

900 

100 

1,000 

4,400 

6,500 

2,«00 

30,000 

§ 

i§ii§§ 

tH e6 eo'^ 

1,000 
3.160 

8 

PC 

m 

500 
2,090 
1,400 
200 
1,780 
980 
4,100 
2?0 

1930 

Acres 

750 

300 

1,050 

4,050 

3,700 

3,000 

21,200 

8 

o 

CO 

1,550 

410 

2,850 

800 

3,100 

4,760 

!§§ 

1 iHCO 

13,460 

IgISIIil 

cfef ci ■fli’ 

1929 

Acres 

350 

ISO 

I 

ii§§ 

39,600 

2,050 

720 

3,600 

850 

3,300 

4,800 

1,900 

2,000 

15,320 

iiiliiii 

-tH of •rf- 

1 

1 

03 

1 

1 

C 

t 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 
1 1 

1 1 
» 1 

Jl 

it 

1 

Total. 

Early: * 

rallflnmia__- 

Florida.- 

Louisiana, winter. 

Texas. 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

t 

1 

1 

1 

• 

1 

f 

1 

Second early: 

Alabama. 

Georgia. 

Mis-sissippl. 

North Carolina.. 

South Carolina. 

Virginia, , ___ _ 

1 

\ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

« 

1 

1 

1 

i\ 
& ; 

li 

II 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

» 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

*3 

t « I III! 

t 1 1 1 1 t 1 1 

1 1 1 t 1 t 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 f 1 

III Ilia 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 It 1 

III till 

1 1 f 1 1 1 1 t 

III III 

I 1 a 1 1 r 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

II III 

III III 

II I 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 t 

4 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 t 1 1 1 1 1 

1 t 1 1 1 1 1 ) 

- « 1 l&g 

s 


1 On the late Danish crop, seasonal farm prices are computed only to Dec. 1. 

> Beeson begins in fall of previous year. . ^ ^ 

* Includes some quantities not baryested on account of market conditions, 70,900 tons in 1^1 and 24,300 tons in 1932. Price refers to harvested portion of crop. 
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Tables 174. — Cantaloupes: ^ Car4ot shipmerUs, by State of origin^ 1921-193^ 



Bui’eau of Afixicultural Economies, Compiled from daily and monthly repons received by the bureau 
from ofDcials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car 
lots include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truclc not included. 

1 Includes Honeydew and other miscellaneous melons. Melons other than cantaloupes were not reported 
separately until 1923. Shipments are as follows* 1923, 1,162 ctirs; 1924, 2,566 cars; 1926, 3,654 cars; 1928 
6,484cars; 1927, 6,516cars; 1928,9,719 cars; 3929, 11,894cars; 1930,12,362cars; 1031,12,207 cars; 1932,9,103cars. 

»Crop-movement season extends from Apr. 1 through November of a given year. Figures for California 
Include shipments in December, following the regular crop-movement season. 

« Preliminary. 


Table 175. — Cantaloupes,^ commercial crop: Acreage, production and price per 
crate, by States, 1929-1932 


Group and State 


Acreage 


1929 1930 1931 


Production Seasonal ferm price per 
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Table 175 .— Cantaloupes,^ commercial crop: Acreage, production and price per 
crate, hy States, 1929-1932 — Continued 


Group and State 


Ac 

reage 



Production 


Seasonal ftrm price per 
crate 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1929 

B 

1931 

1932 

1929 

1900 

1931 

1932 

Late. 

Acres 

.<4crc8 

Acres 

Acres 

H 

1,000 

crates^ 

1,000 
crates 2 

1,000 
crates 2 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Colorado. 

■tmmu 



7,370 


2,000 

1,134 

1,106 

.83 

1,20 

.85 

.70 

Iowa. 

6S0 

520 

620 


89 

42 

53 

70 

1.48 


1 05 

.50 

Kansas. 

450 

450 

450 

450 

54 

40 

50 

54 

.81 


.80 

.65 

Michigan. 

KiiiO] 

3,800 



476 

60S 

560 

672 

1.36 


3.20 

1.05 

Nevada. 

320 

280 



40 

44 

22 

38 

1.75 


1.25 


New Jer^y. 

2.500 

3,100 



276 

388 

420 

625 

1.25 

1.26 


.03 

Ohio. 


366 

540 

660 

27 

41 

67i 

72 

1 75 

l.SF> 



Oregon. 


800 



60 

120 

122 

96 

mjjjj 

1.26 

.75 

.60 

Total. 

19,150 


18,670 



3,2S3 

2,418 

2,033 

.90 

1 29 

.97 

.78 

Grand total-... 

10&, 070 

129,010 

138,280 

134,970 

17,373 

15,939 

317,998 

317,090 

1.30 

1.21 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 


1 Includes Honeyball, Honeydew, Ca.saba. and Persian melons not separately reported. 

2 Standard crates (4fl’s) eontainln^r approximately 60 pounds. 

3 Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions 433,000 crates in 1931 and 
3,180,000 crates in 1932. Price refers to harvested portion of crop. 


Table 176 .— Carrots, commercial crop for market: Acreage, production, and price 

per bushel, 1929-1932 


Marketing season 

Acreage 

Production i 

Seasonal farm price to 
Dee. 1, per bushel 

1929 

1930 

3931 

1932 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1032 

B 


1931 

1932 

Fall. 

Early. 

Second early. 

Intermediate. 

Late. 

Total. 

1 

Acres 

3,950 

10,650 

7,650 

2,160 

6,390 


Acres 

3,370 

8,950 

9,430 

1,660 

5,980 

1,000 
bush.^ 
1,595 
2,667 
8 3,514 
538 
2,693 

1,000 
bush.^ 
2,267 
2,163 
8,003 
8 706 
3,158 

■ 

1 

Cents 

70 

31 

62 

98 

58 

Cents 

70 

34 

70 

01 

40 

Cents 

60 

19 

52 

79 

44l 

Cents 

82 

84 

64 

58 

26 









56 

67 

49 

■ 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 

1 Including undetermined quantities used for canning in some States. 

8 Bushels containing approximately 60 pounds. 

3 Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 800,000 bushels in 1929; 44,000 
bushels in 1930; 1,634,000 bushels in 1931, and 25,000 bushels in 1932, Price refers to harvested portion of 
crop. 

Table 177 .— Carrots: Car-lot shipments by State of origin, 1921-1901 


Crop-movement season i 


State 

1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1025 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1920 

1930 

1931* 


Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

cars 

Oars 

Cars 

Cars 

New York.. 

1,247 

1,523 

1,410 

2,262 

1,825 

1,845 

2,430 

1,484 

2,111 

2,188 

1,882 

New Jersey. 

32 

26 

34 

18 

48 

45 

85 

67 

12 

14 

3 

Illinois. 

02 

82 

24 

3 

23 

2 

13 

06 

33 

37 

38 

Allchlgan.. 

Virgiiua. 

Mississippi. 

33 

25 

35 

55 

54 

77 

91 

208 

204 

141 

319 

1 

10 

2 

1 

40 

10 

44 

137 

110 

67 

47 

81 

304 

142 

266 

197 


406 j 

230 

108 

28 

12 

Louisiana. 

43 

63 

58 

32 

106 

70 

177 

99 

71 

84 

41 

Texas. 

198 

48 

65 

282 

576 

1.136 

B‘Tl 

1,685 

2,860 

2,146 

1,181 

Colorado. 

9 

4 

12 1 

28 

29 


10 

216 

96 

43 

44 

California. 

19 

21 

24 

157 

278 

557 

2,363 

2.938 


7,206 

7,403 

Other States. 

115 

151 

173 

212 

252 

291 

241 

295 

449 

439 

644 

Total. 

1,840 

2,256 

1,979 

3,314 

3,427 

4,304 

0,853 

7,466 

12,149 

12,392 

11.514 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from officials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car 
lots include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 

1 Crop-movement season begins in October of the previous year in such early shipping States as Cali¬ 
fornia, Louisiana, and Texas, and extends through June of the following year in order to include shipments 
from storage in Northern States and to have totals comparable with acreage and production figures. 

3 Preliminary. 
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Table 178 .— Cauliflower, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per 

crate, 1939-1933 


Marketing season 

Aere-ise 

Production 

Seasonal farm price per 
crate 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1929 

1930 

1031 

1932 

1029 

1930 

1931 

1932 

Fall and winter. 

Eaily. 

Late. 

Total. 

1 

Aerts 
6,950 
9,320 
11,340 

Acres 

7,740 

8,250 

11,720 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

Dolls. 

0.61 

.80 

.89 

Dolls. 

0.70 

.85 

.90 

Dolls. 

0.77 

.82 

,08 

Dulls. 

0.64 

.66 

.55 


27,610 



B 

5,849 

6, OGl 


.77 

.82 

.75 

.61 


Buroau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 

1 Crates containing approximately 37 pounds. 

3 Indudes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 176,000 crates in 1932. Price 
refers to harvested portion of crop. 


Table 179 .— Celery^ commercial crop: AcreagCy productioyi^ and price per crate. 

1929-1932 


Marketing season 

Acreage 

Production 

Seasonal farm jxrice to 
Dec. 1, per crate 

1929 


1931 

1932 

1929 

_ 


1931 

1932 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

and winter. 

Early. 

Second early. 

Intermediate. 

Late (sec. 1). 

Late (sec. 2). 

TotaL.' 

1 

1 

1 

Acres 

6,800 

8,620 

1,800 

3,240 

14,460 

1,600 

1 

1 

1 

1 

DolU. 

1.08 

1.68 

2.28 

1.72 

1.44 

1.64 

1 

DoUs. 
1.04 
2.44 
1.86 
1.75 
1.68 
1.47 

Dolls. 

1.69 

2.00 

.60 

LOO 

.60 

1.04 



B 


B 

E 


>10,184 

1.62 

1.68 

1.81 

1.16 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 

1 Two-thirds size (New York) crates containing approximatdy 90 pounds. 

> Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 249,000 orates in 1932. Price 
rel^ to harvested portion of crop. 

Table 180 *.— Celery: Car-lot shipments^ by State of origin, 1921-1931 


Crop movement season * 



1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

19318 

New York-. 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cats 

■ 

Cars 

Cars 


3,247 

3,742 

4,620 

4,492 

4,898 

5,893 

4,192 

3,847 

5,451 

3,875 

New Jersey,. 

219 

115 

210 

177 

149 

138 

106 

82 

53 

32 

25 

Pfktmi^yl'o-ftTiia __ 

224 

212 


225 

208 

194 

160 

71 

105 

81 

61 

Michigan... 

Florida. 

1,031 

4,218 

1,626 

1,486 

6,393 

1,332 

7,210 

2,224 

7,062 


1,997 

7,499 

2,139 

8,413 

1,852 

8,831 

1,606 

9,838 

1,304 

8,245 

Idaho. 

9 

26 

49 

48 

29 

19 

46 

121 

262 

287 

97 

Colorado. 

211 

222 

125 


899 

211 

161 

188 

149 

136 

63 

Oregon. 

Caliiomia. 

53 

82 

205 


398 

611 

625 

605 

673 

647 

622 

3,4G9 

2,626 

4,410 

4,748 

4,554 

6,226 

7,696 

8,384 

9,580 

8,480 

8,358 

Other States. 

77 

102 

82 

90 

109 

80 

125 

135 

138 

69 

100 

Total. 

12,568 

13,211 

16,948 

18,037 

20,514 

10,661 

24,317 

24,280 

25,490 

26,627 

22,740 


Burwu of Agri^tural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from omdals wd local agents of common carriers throu^out the country. Shipments as shown in car lots 
include those by boat reduced to ear-lot basis. Shipments by truck not Included. 

ses^n covers 20 months, from September through the second following April; i. e,* 
the 1921 season begms September, 1920, and ends April, 1922. —» » 

a Preliminary. 
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Table 181.— Cherries: Production in 10 States,^ imports, and exports 1924^193^ 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
Trade figures compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Trade of the United States, June issues. 
Estimates of production for 1929 and 1930 revised on basis of 1930 census. Earlier years not so revised. 


1 Estimates indude only certain States where total production can be calculated from commercial sales 
(shipments, canning, cold pack, etc.) and differs from previously published commercial estimates for 
some States by an increased allowance for farm and local use. 

2 Fresh cherries not separately reported. 

3 Includes some quantities not harvested on account of price as follows: New York, 1931, 2,550 tons; 
193!^ 6,663 tons; California, 1931, 3,000 tons; 1932, 1,000 tons. 

* Prdlminary. 


Table 1S2.— Citnis-fruit production, ly States, 1899, 1909,1919-1932^ 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting B oard. Estimates of production 
for 1929 and 1930 revised on basis of 1930 Census. Earlier years not so revised. 


^ The figures in this table of production indude fruit consumed on farms, sold locally and used for manu, 
factoring purposes, as well as that shipped. The figures do not include fruit which ripened on the trees- 
but which was destroyed by freezing or storms prior to picking. For California the figures relate to the 
crop produced from the bloom of the year shown, Suiting through the winter and through the spring and 
summer of the following year, being picked from Nov. 1 of the year shown to Oct. 31 of the following year. 
Fruit not picked until after the latter date is Included with the crop of the following year. For all Stat« 
except Caufornia the estimates indude all fruit picked after about Sept. 1 of the year shown. The esti¬ 
mates for oranges indude tangerines. 

3 From prospects on Dec. 1, commercial shipments of Florida citrus fruits from the 1932 crop were esti¬ 
mated at ll,8(X),(X)0 boxes of oranges, and 6,700.000 boxes of grapefruit, compared with 11,200,000 boxes of 
orates and 7,700,000 boxes of grapefruit shipped from the 1931 crop. ^ , 

3 For years 1919-1932, equivalent In standard boxes, each equal to about 2 of the “half straps’ commonly 
used. 

i Census. Size of boxes not specified. 

> 500 boxes or less. 

* As estimated from prospects on Dec. 1, 
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Table 183.— CUrvs-fmit: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin, 19B1-2S to IQSiSS 

ORANGES 1 


Crop movement season * 


State 

1921-22 

192^23 

1923-24 

1924-25 

1925-26 

1926-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931- 
32« 


Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

California. 

2S,376 

48.346 

EES 



53,511 

43,693 

68,797 

43,053 

64,774 

61,611 

Florida—__ 

*16,718 

EES 

33,431 


19,625 

22,536 

16,453 

32,550 

17,312 

33,015 

22,768 

Alabama. 

145 

476 


2 

338 

179 

312 

97 

485 

2 

176 

ATississippi- __ 


9 

13 


8 

4 

16 

5 

25 

1 

40 




3 

2 

1 

1 

251 

264 

278 

155 

84 

'TflYas _. 



3 

3 

6 

9 

26 

33 

156 

119 

200 

Arizona. 

78; 

71 

94 

45 

96 

73 

33 

66 

60 

90 

66 

Total. 

44,317 

71,908 

79,049 

50,582 

67,091 

76,313 

60,783 


61,399 


84,944 


GRAPEFRUIT 



Oalifomia__ 

jjg^ 

8,946 

13,388 

1 

11,680 

82 

1 

13,981 

13,529 

12,746 

17,181 

13,664 

18,3n 

15,697 

Tatm _ 

Arizona..___ 

mum 

1 

1 




2 

1 


Total. 






9,907 

8,947 

13,391 

11,683 

13,982 

18,529 

12,745 

17,181 

13,566 

18,378 




MIXED CITRUS 9 


Florida. 

California. 

Texas. 

Arizona,... 



n 

4,226 

1,148 

18 

10 

3,565 

1,605 

1 

I 

6,225 

1,590 

92 

11 

1 

9,109 

1,783 

185 

24 

1 

8,216 

1,343 

501 

48 

10 

14,687 

1,626 

288 

29 

155| 

8,824 

1,656 

520 

16 

87 

Louisiana_ 



TotaL. 1 














Hi 





Bureau ot Aericultural Economies. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
ftom officials and local aaents of common carriers throughout the counti y. Shipments as shown in car lots 
include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 


1 Indudes tangerines and satsumas. 

* Crop movement season extends as follows: Oalifomio. from Nov. 1 through October of the following 
year; all other States from Sept. 1 through August of the following year, except lemons fn^ Nov. 1 through 
October of the following year. 

* Preliminary. 

9 Includes l car in August, 1921. 

6 Reported in October, 1924. 

6 No reports available before 1922. 
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Table 184.— Grapefruit, Florida: Weighted average auction price per box, New 
York, by months, 1924-25 to 1932-83 


Crop season 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aver- 

pge 

1924-25. 

Bolls, 

DoUs. 

Bolls. 

Bolls 

2.83 

4.01 

3.58 

4.82 

3.52 

4.43 

2.56 

2.14 

BoUs. 

2.83 

4.03 

3.76 

6.07 

3.20 

4.09 

2.43 

1.97 

Bolls. 

2.71 

4.61 
3.67 

5.62 
3.30 
4.78 
2.50 

2 23 

Both. 
3.78 
5.16 
3.59 
6.45 
3.32 
5.09 
2.76 
2.76 

Bolh. 

4.38 
4.70 
3.66 
4.92 
3.83 
4.25 
2.57 
3.44 

Bolls. 

5.94 
4.74 
3.80 
3.93 
4.71 
3.24 
2.06 
3,76 

Dolls. 

2.44 
6.28 
6.36 
3.10 
1.17 1 
3.12 1 

BoUs. 

192^26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

4.96 
5.35 
4.60 
4.41 
4.51 

3.64 
3.09 

3.65 

3.97 

4.07 

4.70 

4.25 

4.23 

3.00 

2.60 

3.01 

3.95 

3.40 

4.71 

3.44 

4.26 
2.82 

2.26 
2.28 

4.38 

3.66 

>4.93 

3.70 

>4.42 

*2.69 

*2.63 










Bureau of A^oultural Economics. Compiled from reports of California Fruit Growers Exchange. 
Prices weighletf by number of bo\es sold. These prices are a new series and are not comparable with those 
published in Yearbooks prior to 1930. 

1 Reported for 1 week only. 

2 Includes a price in August, 1928, of $4.51. 

3 Includes a price In September, 1929, of $5.80. 

* Includes a price in September, 1930, of $4.03. 

3 Includes a price in September, 1931, of $4.32. 


Table 185.— Lemons: International trade, average 1925-1929, annual 1928-1981 


Calendar year 


Country 

Average 

1925-1929 

1928 

1929 

1930 

19311 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PRINCIPAL EXPORT- 











ING COUNTRIES 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

i,m 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

Italy. 

6,972 

0 

6,609 

0 

6,822 

0 


0 

7,782 

0 

Spain. 

474 

0 

340 

0 

618 

0 

690 

0 

414 

0 

Total. 

7,446 

0 




0 

8,725 


8,196 


PRINCIPAL IMPORT- 







m 




ING COUNTRIES 




, 







United Kingdom.— 

0 

1,857 

0 

1,655 


1,906 


2,171 

0 


Germany >_ 

24 

1,682 

28 

1,655 


1,859 

28 

2,158 

29 


United States. 

257 

999 

251 

943 


634 

206 

1,056 



Belgium®. 

4 

214 

4 


HijS 

111 1 

7 

125 



Czechoslovakia. 

0 

436 

0 

882 


450 

0 

4S0 

0 

580 

Canada. 

0 

851 

0 

385 


370 

0 

379 

0 

394 

Poland. 

0 

297 

0 

288 

0 

rsi 

0 

263 

0 

402 

"R.iTmfiTiift. 

*0 

*220 





0 

207 



Netherlands. 

28 

182 


170 

36 

188 

34 

238 

29 

226 

Hungary. 

0 

171 


202 


196 

0 

200 

0 

191 

Switzerland. 

0 

154 1 

0 

166 

0 

107 


206 

1 

223 

Yugoslavia. 

0 

139 

0 

144 

0 

135 


173 


183 

Total. 

313 


318 

6,089 

331 

6,435 

275 

7,655 

331 

8,922 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources. 

1 Preliminary. 

3 Includes oranges and similar fruits in exports. 

3 Includes oranges and similar fruits, except for imports lot 1928,1929, and 1930. 
3 3-year average. 

163050®—33-^34 
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Table 186.— Lemons, California: Weighted average auction price per box. New 
York, hy mouth 1924--25 to 19S2-SS 


Crop year 

Nov. 

Dee. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Aver¬ 

age 

19S1-25. 

Bom 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 
4.17 

Dolls. 

4.45 

Dolls. 

4.59 

Dolh. 

4.75 

Dolls. 

5.73 

Dolls. 

6.84 

Dolls. 

4.66 

Dolls. 
4 07 

Dolls. 

8.55 

Dolls 

6.83 

Dolls. 

192^26. 

4 is 

4.46 

3.91 

4.16 


4.12 

4.83 

3.79 

4.83 


3.56 

4.50 

i.zz 

192C-27. 

3.82 

4.03 

PKtl 

3.43 

3.90 

3.50 

3.89 

4.50 

6.44 

6.37 

8.82 

9.27 

4.64 


6.92 

0.13 

Emi 

6.03 

5.19 

5.54 

6.42 

6.04 

a 97 

6.11 

6.59 

6.19 


192S-29. 


5.62 

5.26 

3.95 

4.07 

4.55 

3.82 



7.82 

11.87 

11.22 

6.82 

1929-30. 


&63 

5.68 

5.06 

4.81 

5.51 

7.24 

6.15 

7.26 

7.93 


4.23 

6 42 

1930-31. 

4.18 


4.S9 

4.08 

4.47 

gmiti 

4.43 

6.05 


6 56 

7.28 

5.06 


1931- 32. 

1932- 33.. 



3 87 

3.81 

3.80 

3.27 

4 96 

4.47 

6.16 


ygj 

8.18 




■Hi 









. 


Bureau of Aaxlcnltural Economics. Compiled from reports of California Fruit Growers Exchanj?e. 
Prices weighted by number of boxes sold. These prices are a new series and are not comparable with 
those published in Yearbooks prior to 1030. 


Table 1S7.— Oranges: International trade, average 1925-1929, annual 1928-1981 


I 

( Calendar year 


Country 

Averacet 

1925-1929 

1928 

1929 

1930 

19311 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

JEINCIPAL EXPOET- 











ING COUNTElEb 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


mMM 

1,000 

1,000 


bores 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 


boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

Spain. 

20,935 

1 

24,268 

3 

22,407 

1 

30,654 

0 

24,173 

1 

Italy----. 

3,435 

0, 

2,245 

0 

3,613 

0 

3,744 

0 

3,431 

0 

United States. 

8,285 

14 

2,678 

24 

5,512 

0 

2,236 

0 

4,849 

0 

Palestine. 

>2,123 

0 

2,151 

0 

1,813 

0 

2,998 

0 

2,667 

0 

Union of South Af- 











rica. 

734 

0 

694 

0 

1,002 

0 


0 

1,675 

0 

Brazil. 

571 

0 

605 

0 

1,096 

0 

812 

0 

2,054 

0 

Japan. 

449 

0 

464 

0 

440 

0 

378 

0 

276 

0 

Cuba.-. 

120 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9 

0 














Total. 

31,652 

15 

33,105 

27 

34,883 

1 

42,594 

0 

39,124 

1 

PRINCIPAL IMPOET- 











DTG COUNTRIES 




• 







United Eingdom-... 

0 

11,307 



0 

12,859 

0 

13,774 

0 

14,310 

Germany. 

0 

6,259 


7.340 

0 

6,741 

0 

9,946 

0 

7,851 

France *. 

81 

3,793 

106 


23 

3,672 

24 

5,649 

49 

5,984 

Canada. 

0 

2,237 

0 

2.212 

0 

3,128 

0 

2,163 

0 i 


Netherlands. 

591 

1,833 

666 

msm 

743 

2,027 

21 

2.681 

616 1 

2,316 

Belgium_ 


>876 

(*) 

917 

(4) 

1 011 





China,. 

292 

462 

m 

416 

353 

549 

3^28 

315 

mm 

^218 

Switzerland. 

0 

440 

0 

494 

0 

476 

0 

652 

1 


Czechoslovakia-.! 

0 

416 


384 

0 

390 

0 

791 

0 

788 

Norway 3.. 

0 

391 

0 

426 

0 

434 

0 

549 

9 

503 

Sweden. 

0 

357 

0 

399 

0 

440 

1 

747 

1 

797 

Egypt. 

4 

345 

5 

^^1 

5 

264 

5 

382 

5 

112 

Hungary-. 

0 

293 


360 

0 

296 

0 

415 

^■1 


Poland-. 

0 

256 


134 

0 

123 

1 

146 


122 

Irish Free State. 

0 

255 

0 

258 

0 

282 

0 

325 

0 

333 

Denmark. 

0 

234 

0 

243 

0 

241 

0 

299 


289 

Yugoslavia. 

0 

! 161 

0 

179 

0 

180 

0 

253 

0 

216 

Total.. 

968 

1 29,911 

1,109 

30,741 

1,124 





34,885 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sour(%s. 


1 Preliminary. 

> 4-year average. 

> Includes some lemons. 
4 Included with lemons. 
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Table 188.— Oranges^ Calijomia^ Novel: Weighted average auction price per box. 
New Yorkj by months, 1924-^5 to 1982-3S 


Crop season 


Dec. 



Mar. 


May 

June 

Aver¬ 

age 

1001-9S . 


Dollars 


Dollais 

4.47 

4.65 

4.71 

5.18 

3.R9 

4.90 

3.27 

3.35 

Dollars 

6.35 

4.70 

4 64 
6.52 
3.62 
6.67 
3.42 
3.06 

Dollars 

5.48 

5.50 

4.89 

5.98 

4.06 

G.03 

3.32 

3.08 

Dollars 
6,61 
4.73 
4.43 
7.39 
3.60 
6.64 
3.93 
3.38 

Dollars 
6.21 
6.66 
5. CO 

3.66 

Dollars 



4.60 

6.06 

5.66 
4.46 

6.66 
3.5S 
3.30 
2.78 

4.80 

4,74 

4.10 


(») 





■IIimmBHHHH 









Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of California Fruit Growers Exchanee. 
Pi ices weighted by number of boxes sold. These prices are a new series and are not comparable with those 
published in Yearbooks prior to 1930. 

1 Eeported for 1 week only. 


Table 189.— Oranges, California, Valencia: Weighted average auction price per 
box, New York, by months, 1925-1932 


Crop season 

Apr. 

May 

Juno 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Aver¬ 
age 1 


Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

1926. 

4.80 

6.28 

7.43 

6.40 

6.47 

7.58 

&23 

9.90 

7.16 

1926. 

492 

4.68 

446 

5.21 

489 

5.39 

6.44 

6.79 

5.28 

1927. 

4.66 

4.43 

498 

5.90 

6.15 

6,73 

7.02 

6.71 

6.00 


5.94 

7.38 

7.22 

7.68 

7.45 

7.77 

7.63 

6.79 

7.45 

1929. 

(*) 

440 

468 

413 

485 

473 

486 

477 

4 63 

1930. 

6,69 

7.97 

7.19 

7.36 

7.33 

7.29 

8.69 

7.78 

7.59 



3.42 

3.62 

431 

3.81 

3.80 

460 

3.79 


1932. 

2.86 

3.43 

3.28 

1 

3.62 

3.06 

3.42 

3.43 

3.77 

3.41 


Bureau of Anrioultural Economics. Compiled from reports of California Fruit Growers Exchange. 
Prices weightoa by number of boxes sold. These prices are a new series and are not comparable with those 
published in Yearbooks prior to 1930. 

1 Includes prices in December as foUows: 1926, $2.14; 1926, $6.69; 1927, $6.75; 1929, $4.86; 1982, $4.07. 

* Reported for 1 week only. 


Table 190.— Oramges, Florida: Weighted average auction price per box, New York, 
by months, 1924-25 to 1982-3$ 


Crop season 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 


June 

Aver¬ 
age 1 


Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

DoUars 

Dollars 


Dollars 

Dollars 

IQW-M 




868 

426 

869 

6.43 

7.82 

8.26 


1925-26. 

7.46 

7.19 

4.00 

425 

444 

802 

6.80 

887 

872 

810 

1926-27. 

3.70 

479 

863 

876 

891 

410 

486 

476 

464 

411 

1927-28. 

3.67 

6,31 

869 

823 

897 

6.29 

6.84 

858 

811 

6.24 

1928-29. 

6.08 

3.71 

865 

845 

830 

830 

866 

833 

899 


1929-30. 

842 

404 

421 

449 

444 

498 

7.13 

7.42 

860 

494 

1930-31. 

476 

846 

3.01 

891 

3.19 

8 79 

880 

3.85 

402 

864 

1931-82. 

2.64 

820 

811 

810 

83S 

855 

875 

863 

869 

3.43 

1932-33_ _ 

2.88 

821 

879 











mKm 

■Hi 

nmnii 

■■■ 

■■■ 
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Bureau of A^cultural Economics. Compiled from reports of California Fruit Growers Exchange. 
Prices weight^by number of boxes sold. These prices are a new series and are not comparable with those 
published in Yearbooks prior to 1930. 

1 Includes prices in other months as follows: 1926-27, $3.12 in July; 1928-29, $2.92 in July and $2.29 in 
August; 1930-81, $2.61 in September, 1930, $4.62 in July, 1931; 1931-32, $4.38 in July, 1932 
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Table 191.—Cbm, sweety commercial crop for manufacture: Acreagej production, 
and price per ton,'^ by States, 1929-1932 



li, 106131 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Compiled from National Canners* Association data, 1920-1926; 
Bureau of Census, 1927-1929; beginmng 1930, Eoodstuifs Division, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com¬ 
merce. 

1 Stated in cases of 24 No. 2 cons. 

Table 193.— Cranberries: Production and average price, by States, average, 1924-’ 
1928, and annual 1929-1982 

AverB<?e price per barrel re¬ 
production ceived by producers, crop-mark- 

eting season 

1929 1930 1931 1932 * 1929- 1930® 1931 1932 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Keporting Board. 

1 Preliminary. a Dec. 1 prk 


8S38S 
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Table 194 .—Cucumbersy commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per 

bushel, 1929-19S3 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 

1 Bushels containing approximately 48 pounds. 

s Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 1,551,000 bushels in 1930; 234,000 
bushels in 1031, and 270,000 bushels in 1032. Price refers to harvested portion of crop. 


Table 195. — Cucumbers: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin, 1921-1939 ^ 


Calendar year 

1021 I 1922 1923 1924 1925 1926 1027 1928 


1930 1931 19323 



Bureau Agricultural Economics. Compiled from dafly and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from officials and local at?ents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car lots 
include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 

1 Cucumbers for pickling are not included. 

3 Preliminary. 

3 Principally hothouse stock. 

Table 196. — Dates: Production and value, California, 1924-1982 


Average price per ton, crop¬ 
marketing season-.dollars.. 
Farm value, basis average 
price, crop-marketing sea* 


1924 

1925 

214 

340 

860 

282 

77 

96 



1929 

1030 

1931 

19321 

865 

1,560 

1,200 

2,150 

222 

140 

80 

100 

192 

i 

218 

06 

215 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 Preliminary. 
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Table 197.— Figs: Production and valuer California and Texas, 1922-1932 


Year 

Dried, California 

Marketed fresh and canned, 
Cahfomia 

Preserving, Texas 

Proddc- 

t.on 

Average 

price, 

crop-mar¬ 

keting 

season 

Farm 
value, 
basis 
average 
price for 
crop- 
market¬ 
ing season 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Average 

price, 

crop-mar¬ 

keting 

season 

Farm 
value, 
basis 
average 
price for 
crop- 
market¬ 
ing season 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Average 

price, 

erop-mar- 

ketmg 

season 

Farm 
value, 
basis 
average 
price for 
crop¬ 
market¬ 
ing season 


Short tons 

Dollars 


Short tons 

DoUars 

UOOO dolls. 

Short tons 

Dollars 

UOOO dolls. 











1923 - _ - 



855 







1924. 



S50 

2,135 

10100 

222 

1,180 

102.00 

120 

1925. 


^Bz£ X 

1,056 

3,075 

100.00 


2,240 

85.00 

190 

1926. 

11.350 

^B^ n 

1,078 

6,100 

112.00 

571 

4,977 

68.00 

338 

1927. 


M 


5,400 

100.00 

510 

4,879 

08.00 

332 

1928. 



518 

6,130 

87.00 

533 

6,513 


427 

1929. 


n 

1,530 

7,300 

100.00 

730 

2,778 

70.00 

194 

1930. 


$ 

1,008 

7,700 

90.00 


2,961 

56.00 

166 

1931. 


ij 

629 

6,300 

7100 

466 

1,861 

7a 00 

130 

19321. 

■H 

26.47 

433 

6,000 j 

3100 

204 

504 

60.00 

25 


Bmeaa of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 


1 Preliminary. 


Table 198.— Grapes: Production, average price per ton, imports and exports, 

United States, 1922-1932 


Year 

Production 

United 
States 
average 
price 
per ton, 
crop-mar¬ 
keting 
season ^ 

United 
States 
value, basis 
average 
price, 
crop-mar¬ 
keting 
season^ 

Foreign trade, year beginning July a 

Total. 

United 

States 

California 

Other 

States 

United 

States 

domestic 

exports 

United 

States 

imports 

United States 
net exports > 

Total 

Percent¬ 
age Of 
produc¬ 
tion 

1Q29 

mm 

1 

Short tons 
275,171 
197,395 
242,722 
152,086 
309,413 
109,238 
305,076 
250,587 
258,956 
301,837 
280,409 

1 


1 

Short ions 
16,326 
10,016 
1,608 
1,415 
1,011 
1,736 
1,703 
2,687 
2,856 
3,013 

Short ions 
*9,316 
198 
8,566 
10,735 
14,414 
17,747 
26,155 
20,448 
22,107 
10,902 

Percent 

1923 . 

1924 . 

1925 . 

1926 . 

1927 . 

1928 . 

1929 . 

1930 . 

1931 . 

1932 

0.5 

.6 

,6 

.7 

1.0 

1.0 

.9 

.7 




i 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 
Prices are based upon returns from crop reporters. Estimates of production for 1929 and 1030 revised on 
has& of 1980 census. Earlier years not so revised. 

1 Pot years 192&-1928, the average price for the States reporting price, except California, is used for com¬ 
puting the value of the grape crop in the less important States for which no price is determined. Price and 
value are based on quantities actually harvested plus a quantity of fruit that was sold but left on the vines 
in 1930. 

s Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United States, June issues, 1923-1926; 
January and June issues, 1927-1932. 

3 Total exports (domestic plus foreign) minus total imports. 

* Xet import equals total imports minus total exports (domestic plus foreign). 

3 Less than 0.05 per cent. 

«Includes fruit in California not harvested os follows; 138,000 tons in 1925,15,000 in 1926, 142,000 in 1927, 
153,000 in 1923,749,000 in 1930 including 316,000 sold but left on the vines, 10,000 in 1931, and 170,000 in 1933. 
(See also lost sentence of Note 1.) 

7 Preliminary. 
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TABtB 199.— drapes: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin, 1831-19S2 


Crop-movement season i 



1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 




Cars 

Cats 

Cars 

Cars 


Cars 

Cars 


Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

New York. 

2,635 

7,720 

4,312 



7,242 



2,541 


4,240 

1,623 

pppTisylvania_- 

390 

1,658 

847 

iltititi 

589 

UiMtl 

689 

Mwi 

879 

S09 

1,290 

618 

Michigan- 

1,292 



4,680 

398 

3,081 

mmm 

1,571 

1,746 

1,620 

528 

876 

Iowa_-_ 

77 

237 

217 

79 

60 

176 

196 

234 


226 

185 

210 

Missouri. 

4 

128 

68 

llll 

166 

686 

108 

415 

225 

316 

329 

170 

Arkansas. 

3 

38 

33 

243 

394 

1,170 

108 

998 

610 

322 

313 

232 

Washington.... 

64 

47 

62 

83 

mm 

125 

167 

235 

232 

117 

94 

73 

dalilbnila. 

33,344 

43,962 

66,348 

67,695 

76,066 

64,327 

76,926 

73,167 


65,185 

39,777 

41,481 

Other States-. - 

108 

219 

267 

245 

261 

433 

411 

832 

896 

271 

190 

177 


37,817 

59.919 

66,336 

69,933 

81,878 

78,690 

82,677 

81,770 

66,102 

70,915 

46,946 

45,460 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from officials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car 
lots include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 


1 Crop-movement season extends from June 1 through December of a given year. Figures for California 
include shipments in January and February, following the regular crop-movement season. 

I Preliminary. 

Table 200.— drapes: Number of packages of Calif omia varieties sold, and weighted 
seasonal average pricej^ auction sales in 11 markets 19S7-19S2 


Number of packages (crates or lugs) 


Average price per package 


vanery or type 








1928 



1031 

1032 


ThOVr 

Thou- 

ThoVr 

ThOVr 

ThOVr 

ThOUr 

Dof- 

Doi- 

Loir 

Doi- 

Doir 

Lot- 


sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

lars 

lars 

lars 

lars 

lars 

lars 

Flame Tokay. 

2,786 

2,762 

1,867 

2,485 

1,591 



1.34 

1.42 

1.15 

L50 


Emperor. 

236 


66 

41 

991 

mCm 

1.15 

1.15 

L62 

mmii] 

mam 

1.11 

■RaH Mftlga_ ^ 



113 

119 

167 

274 



2,20 

L79 

1.93 

1.17 

Ribler-.r. 



80 

162 

184 

251 



1.86 

1.67 

L71 

1.43 

Thompson Seedless (Suita- 













nina). 

2,531 

2,484 

2,737 

2,377 

1,655 

2,237 

1.36 


L4a 

1.28 

1.53 

1.27 

Malaga. 

3,719 

3,129 

2,045 

2,096 

2,976 

1,351 

L22 

1.17 

1.37 

1.08 

1.22 

■Ej 

Muscat__ 

4,660 

4,888 

2,754 

2,456 

031 

2,770 

1.02 

.81 

L06 

1.08 

1,18 

.76 

Alicante--. 

4,475 

4,966 

4,769 

5,123 


3,845 

1.59 

1.22 

L29 

Lll 

1.16 

.01 

Carignane. 

1,313 

1,711 

1,541 

1,973 

pillWi 

1,476 

L32 


1.14 

.97 

1.11 

.73 

Comichon.. 

576 

558 

314 

268 

264 

132 

1.17 

Bit I'd 

L28 

.98 

1.26 

.94 

Mataro. 

2991 


199 

176! 

172 



.96 

I.14I 

1.13 

.09 

.85 

Mission. 

mm 

585 

297 

283 

308 

170 

BES 

.88 

1.23 

.91 

1.15 

.68 

Petit Syrah. 

316 

365 

276 

235, 

113 

152 

1.36 

.96 

1.16 

1.11 

mm 

.88 

Zlnfa-ndAl 

1,592 


1,425 

1,112 

624 

1^ 

wm 

mg 

1.14 

mii] 

1.05 

.95 

Total or average. 


23,551 


18,895 



1.30 

1.08 

1.20 



■ 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from dally reports of the fmit and vegetable market 
news service. Principal varieties only shown. 

1 Season begins about August 1 and ends in November. 

> Baltimore, Boston, Chicago, Cincinnati, Cleveland, Detroit, Minneapolis, New York, Philadelphia, 
Pittsburgh, and St. Louis. 
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Table 201.— Qrapes: Estimated production and average price, by States, average 
1924-1928, and annual 1930-1932 



Average price per ton, 
crop marketing season i 


Illinois.. 

Michigan.. 

Wisconsin. 

Minnesota. 

Iowa. 

Missouri.. 

Nebraska.. 


Beware_ 

Maryland_ 

Virginia.. 

West Virginia 
North Carolina. 
South Carolina. 

Georria-- 

Korida.. 


Kentucky. 
Tennessee. 
Alabama.. 
Mississippi 
Arkansas.. 
Louisiana.. 
Oklahoma. 
Texas_ 


Idaho- 

Colorado... 
New Mexico 

Arizona__ 

Utah_ 

Nevada_ 

Washington 

Oregon. 

GiUliomia_ 


1930 

1931 

1932* 

Short tons 

iSftori tons 

jSftorf tons 

29 

25 

24 

48 

46 

43 

40 

42 

42 

416 

369 

334 

239 

250 

237 

1,331 

1,243 

1,226 

75,624 

97,378 

67,971 

8,017 

8,084 

8,230 

22,420 

30,600 

22,977 

103,164 

133,037 

96,084 



Mexico. 517 

ana—. 1,071 

1 . 1,228 

ida.~. 235 

hlngton. 2,966 

;on. 1,737 

fomia. >2,097,200 

nrt.n g JOA OAA 


Wine varieties.. s 4^ 800 

Raisin varieties...>1,240,800 

Bry*. 237,600 

Not dried. a 290,400 

Table varieties... > 433,600 

Western.* 2,105,642 

United States..>2,338,907 


540,000 

>388,000 


*2,440,966 *1,621,837 * 2,102,409 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Estimates of production 
fSor 1929 and 1030 revised on basis of 1930 census. Earlier years not so revised. 

* Prices and value are computed on the harvested crop plus a quantity of fruit that was sold but left on 

the vines in 1930. x" 

* Preliminary* 

, JIfrcjpdes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions as follows: Wine varieties, 
19^, 18,000 tons; 1930, 40,000 tons; 1931, 10,000 tons; 1932, 42,000 tons; rriam varieties (not dried), 1925, 
38,000 tons; 1928,60,000 tons; 1930,635,000 tons including 316,000 sold but left on the vines; 1932,21,000 tons 

table varieties, 1925, 100,000 tons; 192G, 16,000 tons; 1927, 142,000 tc— "—... "" *— 

1932,107,000 tons. 

* Dried, basis: 1 ton of dried raisins equivalent to 4 tons of Aresh. 
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Table 202.— Gra'pes, Concord: Average 1. c. L pnce to jobbers in IB-quart basketsf 
specified markets^ by State of origin, October, 1924-1932 



Price of New York Concords at— MioWgran Concords 


Boston 

New 

York 

Philadel¬ 

phia 

Pitts¬ 

burgh 

Chicago 

Minne¬ 

apolis 

Cents 

91 

Cents 

84 

Cents 

00 

Cents 

85 

Cents 

68 

Cents 

102 

114 

104 

100 

109 

118 

61 

62 

56 

60 

43 

67 

5G 

61 

64 

64 

55 

76 

60 

54 

49 

61 

44 

59 

50 

54 

51 

48 

41 

56 

67 

51 

64 

48 

41 

53 


86 

84 

29 

32 

44 

32 

31 

31 

24 

18 

26 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Oompllod from daily market reports from bureau representatives 
in the various markets. 

Table 203.— Lettuce, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per crate, 

by States, 1929-1932 


Group and State 


Seasonal form price per 
crate 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 

1 Western crates containing approximately 4 dozen heads. 

* Season begins in fall of the previous year. , 

> Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 500,000 crates in 1932. Price 
refers to harvested portion of crop. 
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Table 204. — Lettuce; Car-lot shipmenU, hy State of origin, 1921-19SS 


Crop-movement season i 


State 

1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932* 


Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cais 

Cars 

Cars 

New York. 

3.240 

3, lt.7 

3,817 

3,698 

3,821 



3,140 

3,70t 

3,219 

3,291 

2,49S 

New Jersey. 

469 

572 

456 

416 

463 



144 

169 

27 

18 

9 

North CafoIincL- 

445 

622 

718 

714 

537 

540 

447 

477 

363 

364 

498 

KfOl 

South Carolina— 

716 

987 

576 

424 

736 

372 

369 

241 

810 

169 

278 

46 

Florida. 

2,910 

2,899 

2,926 

2,490 

2,190 



880 

1,117 

560 

940 

KfOl 

Idaho—. 

180 

889 

1,241 

533 

500 

398 

196 

72 

76 

164 

180 

248 

Colorado_ 

234 

812 

1,436 

1,036 

3,096 

2,795 

2,848 

2,368 

2,109 

1,610 



Arizona. 

114 

577 

834 

1.770 

2,689 

4,572 

7,679 

9,325 

9,285 

8,431 

7,860 

7,021 

■VS'ashin^on. 

635 

812 

1,082 

673 

820 


1,151 

mmsM 

1,747 

2,230 

1,778 

1,6S7 

California. 

9,223 

10^321 

13,916 

17,040 

20,999 

26,126 


32,122 

33,854 

38,736 

36,211 

341869 

Other States - —. 

531 

654 

791 

061 

658 

641 


819 

286 

218 

161 

100 

Total. 

1 

18,697 

22,312 

27,793 

29,461 


39,277 

46,346 

50,328 


56,718 

51,199 

47,6S4 


Bureau of Acrieulfural Economics. Comi>iled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from officials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shovm in car lots 
Include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 

J Crop-movement season begins in October of the previous year and eictends through December of the 
given year, i. e., 1921 season b^ins in October, 1920, and extends through December, 1921. 

- Preliminary. 


Table 205. — Olives: Production and value, California, 1923-1932 


Item 

1928 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 


1931 

1932 i 

Production.short tons— 

17,000 

6,500 









Average price per ton, crop 
marketing season_dollars— 

65.00 

92.00 






70.00 



Farm value, basis average 











price, crop-marketing sea¬ 
son.1,000 dolls— 

1,105 

598 

840 

960 

1,720 

1,912 

1,575 


736 

638 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 Preliminary. 


Table 206. —Olive oil {including inedible): International trade, average 1926-1929, 

annual 1928-1931 


I 

I Calendar year 


Country 

Average 1925- 
1929 

192S 

1929 

1930 

1931J 


Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PRIKCIPAL EXPORT¬ 
ING COrNTBIES 

Spain. 

Italy. 

Tunis. 

Greece-. 

Algeria. 

Turkey. 

Syria and Lebanon *. 

Morocco.. 

Yugoslavia-. 

Total. 

1,000 
pounds 
164,975 
66,494 
53,947 
28,599 
28,466 
IS, 185 
4,283 
4,206 
1,077 

1,000 

pounds 

2 

1,769 
1,458 
*123 
116 
3 198 
339 
282 
861 

i,m 
pounds 
263,197 
29,698 
30,880 
20,216 
48,096 
5,034 
994 
10,375 
1,120 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

3,509 

2,485 

83 

38 

*42 

295 

186 

1,319 

1,000 

pounds 

113,251 

79,269 

95,803 

31,766 

28.505 

33,872 

5,618 

6,802 

2,238 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

313 

11 

4 

162 

*521 

180 

417 

400 

1,000 
pounds 
235,678 
159,698 
109,301 
18,514 
54,152 
10,452 
6,397 
3 

322 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

132,501 

151 

7 

78 

*4 

413 

1,361 

542 

1,000 

pounds 

206,921 

129,738 

28,758 

21,604 

18,309 

0 

182 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

180,581 

713 

0 

43 

2,762 

402 

370,232 

6,147 

409,520 

7,957 

397,124 

2,008 

694,617 

135,117 

405,512 

184,501 


1 PtelimJnars'. 

> 2-7681 average. 

* 4-year averajK. 

< Intemationui Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 
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Table 206 .—Olive oil {including inedible): International tradet average 19B5-1929, 
anmtal 1928-1931 —Continued 


Calendar year 


Country 

Average 1923- 
1929 

192S 

1929 

1930 

19311 

E\ports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PEPJCIPAL IMPORT- 











ING COUNTRIIS 

1,000 

1,000 

rnKtiiltm 

mK2jM 

mwmm 

mmitim 



mKJjm 

mtmm 


pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

United States. 

0 

135,847 

0 

131,214 

0 


0 

162,860 

0 

119,363 


0 

95,334 

0 

116.417 

0 

112,309 


130,715 



Prance. 

13,958 

40; 146 



13,199 

45; 251 

25,446 

72; 390 


KlMI 


324 

19,100 

273, 

20,727 

338 


209 

21,179 

208 

19,604 


0 

16,654 

0 

18,927 

0 


0 




Chile. 

0 

14; 103 

0 

26; 079 


71796 

0 

6,741 

0 

5.2&6 


0 

13,410 

0 

16.577 

0 

13,790 

0 

18,763 



Brazil. 

0 

12,808 

0 


0 

9; 814 

0 

is; 399 

5 

5,848 

Norway. 

0 


0 

7,163 

0 

10,453 

0 

5,882 

0 

2,960 

Macao (Portuguese 











China)*. 

*2,331 

* 6,813 

838 

6.395 







Portugal. 

5; 722 

6,659 

13,541 

■Eli 

3.331 

2,246 


<26,510 

3,979 

■CSS 

Palestine. 

710 

5,726 

479 

7,835 

361 

7,666 

1,147 

2,148 

1,762 

94 

Canada. 

0 

4,044 

0 

5,132 

0 

4,732 

0 

6,487 

0 


Switzerland. 

2 

3,443 

0 

3,734 

0 

3,701 

0 

4,847 

9 

4,096 

Egypt. 

32 

2,666 

36 

2,196 

26 

2,946 

24 

3,907 

9 

2,304 

Germany. 

53 

2,631 

55 

2,919 

87 


50 

3,393 

145 

2,956 


0 


0 




0 

3,827 

0 

H1E4 

Rumania.- 

1 

1.871 

0 


2 

1,480 

0 

1,549 



AnstraliA * _ 

1 


0 

1,841 


i;996 

2 

2; 530 

__ 


Belgium. 

33 


47 

1,313 

11 

1,148 

22 

1,671 

13 

1,211 

Peru_ 

0 


0 

1,667 

0 

1,528 

0 

1,188 

15 



0 

1 

0 

'598 

0 

483 

0 

507 


496 

Cze^oslovakia. 

24 

958 

5 

1,119 

1 

1,071 

2 

1,208 

0 

1,188 

Sweden. 

4 

454 

4 

453 

2 


3 

840 

29 

656 


0 

330 

0 

*322 


*34fi 

0 




Philippine Islands.. 

0 

m 

0 

m 


346 

0 

292 

jHHMQ 

346 

Netherlands. 

7 

181 

4I 

209 

3 

185 

16 

280 


278 

New Zealand. 

0 

173 

0 

273 

c 

166 

C 

3L2 


189 

Denmark......_... 

6 

154 

7 

116 

6 

194 

*5 

*341 


264 

Total. 

23,208 









232,819 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. Oonverslons made 
on the basis of 7.5 pounds to the gallon. 


1 Preliminary. 

»2-year average, 

* 4-year average. 

* Internationa Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

Table 207.— Onions: United States imports, by countries, annual, 1922-2$ to 

1981-32 


Year b^inning 

Neth¬ 

er¬ 

lands 

Spain 

Italy 

United 

King¬ 

dom 

Can¬ 

ada 

Ca¬ 

nary 

Is¬ 

lands 

Ber¬ 

mu¬ 

da 

Mex¬ 

ico 

Chile 

Aus¬ 

tra¬ 

lia 

Egypt 

Other 

coun¬ 

tries 

Total 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

■mi 

■ml 

RM 

fjm 

■11 

■m 



BIS 


bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

1922-23. 

33 

990 

11 

157 

42 

13 

18 

20 

1 

3 

447 

48 

1,783 

1923-24. 

(0 

1,098 

17 

52 

1 

8 

0 

29 


4 

148 

10 


1924-25. 

60 

1,090 

19 

71 

29 

7 

9 

18 

79 

8 

618 

67 


1925-26. 

11 

1,342 

100 

86 

11 

4 

9 


26 

3 

599 

33 

2,194 

1926-27. 

48 

1,084 

05 1 

59 

9 

2 

9 

1 

76 

8 

912 

26, 

2,208 

1927-28. 

11 

701 1 

35 I 

12 

2 

1 

3 

(0 

213 

3 

392 

26 

1,399 

1928-20. 

580 

1,007 

145 

26 

4 

2 


11 

134 

4 


32 


1929-30. 

5 

708 1 

42 

11 

(0 

1 


(0 


2 

38 

2 

918 

1930-31. 

0 

177 ! 

24 

1 

2 

0 


0 

10 

0 

0 

0 

214 

1931^2.1 

3 

152 

26 

1 

80 

0 

h 

1 

234 

2 

125 

32 

665 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Oompiled from official records of the Bureau of Foreign and Bo- 
mestio Commerce. 


1 Less than 500 bushels. 
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Table 208. —OwioTW, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per bushel 

by States, 1929-1932 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 

1 Bushels containing approvimately 67 pounds. 

J Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions: 145,000 bushels in 1929,75,000 
bushels in 1930, 726,000 bushels in 1931, and 1,062,000 bushels in 1933. Price refers to harvested portion of 
crop 
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Table 209.— Onions: Car4ot shipmentsj hy State of origin, 1921-22 to 1931-32 


Crop-movement season i 

State . -j-- 

1921-221922-231923-241924-251926-261920-271927-28 192S-291929-301930-311931-32» 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from ofiOcials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown In car 
lots include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 

1 Crop-movement season extends from Mar. 1 of one year through June of the following year. 
i Preliminary. 

Table 210.— Onions: Average L c, L price per 100 pounds to jobbers, at New York 
and Chicago, 1928-24 to 1932-38 


Various common varieties 


Bermuda varieties 


Market and 
crop season 


New York: 
1923-24— 
1924r-26— 

1926- 26— 

1920- 27— 

1927- 28— 

1928- 29— 

1929- 30— 

1930- 31— 

1931- 32... 

1932- 33— 
Chicago: 

1923-24... 

1921- 25... 

1926-26... 

1926- 27... 

1927- 28... 

1928- 29-. 

1929- 30.. 

1930- 31.. 

1931- 32-. 

1932 - 33 -_ 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily market reports from bureau representatives 
in the various markets. ^ „ 

Average prices as shown are based on stock of U. S. No. 1 grade; they are simple avwages ot dally range 
of selling prices. In some oases conversions have been made from larger to smaller units or vice versa, in 
order to ootain comparability. 

1 No quotations for TJ. S. No. 1 grade; prices shown ore for U. S. commercial grade which is not compa¬ 
rable withU. S.No. 1. 
s Oar-lot sales. 
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Table 211. — Peaches: Total production, average price per bushel, and for eig a trade 
of the United States, 1913^1932 ^ 



Btireau of Agrlcultoral Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Reporting Board; 
italic figures are census returns. Prices based upon returns from crop reporters. Estimates of production 
for 1929 and 1930 revised on basis of 1930 census. Earlier years not so revised. 


X Dried peaches converted to terms of fresh on the basis that dried peaches equal 10 per cent of fresh* 
Canned peaches converted to terms of fresh on the basis that 24 pounds of fresh equal 1 dozen cans of 1 
poxmd each; 4S pounds fresh equals 1 bushel. In practice, 1 bushel of f)resb fruit is figured as the equiva¬ 
lent of 2 dozen cans of 1 pound each. 

s Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1913-'1917; Foreign Commerce and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commeroe of the United States, 
June issues, 1919-1026, January and June issues, 1927-1932. 

3 From 1918 to 1922, Sept. 15 price; 1923-1925, Sept. 15 price in North, Aug. 16 price in South; 1928-1932, 
average price for the crop-marteting season. 

4 Canned peaches were reported in value only prior to July 1,1922. 

<No exports reported prior to Jan. 1,1922; figures for 1921 represent exports Jan. 1,1922, to June 30,1922. 

^Includes fruit not harvested as follows: 1926, 1,462,000 bushels in Georgia and northern States; 1927, 
2,708,000 bushels in California: 1928,2,917,000 bushels in California and 1,000,000 bushds in Georgia; 1930, 
16,818,000 bushels in California including 6,180,000 sold but left on the trees; 1931, 12,001,000 bushels in 
California including 3,938,000 sold but left on the trees: 1932, 10,168,000 bushels in California. Values are 
based on the quantity actually harvested plus a quantity of fruit that was sold hut left on trees in 1930 and 
1931. 

y Preliminary. 


Table 212.— Peaches: Car-lot shipments, United States, by months, 1923-1982 


Crop-movement season x 

May June Jnly August October 2 Total 



Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

10,963 

9,767 

9,654 

14,603 

13,781 

7,889 

17,932 

9,921 

7,420 

21,793 

24,538 

8.847 

12,676 

13,217 

9,739 

23,122 

22,819 

8,802 

10,429 

14,012 

8,308 

12,056 

15,620 

7,333 

15,765 

23,782 

4,283 

3,793 

10,642 

5,416 



Bur^u of Agriraltmal Economics. Compiled from daUy and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from omcnals imd local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car lots 
include those by boat reduced to ear-lot basis. Shipments by truck not Includsd. See 1927 Yearbook, p. 
855 for data for earlier years. 


i season extends from IVIay 1 through October of a given year. 

I include shipments In November as follows; 1924, 1 car; 1020,5 cars: 1932,3 cars. 

* Prflliminflrv 
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Table 213.— Peaches: ProdxicHon and average price^ by StaieSy average 1924-1928 

and annual 1929-1932 


Averape price per bushel, 
crop-marketing season 



1,418 

478 

360 

2,220 

814 

1.95 

1.90 

461 

978 

14 

1,480 

106 

1.56 

2 00 

1,324 

3,320 

(2) 

4,300 

188 

1.36 

1.60 

871 

998 

90S 

1,946 

1,7^ 

1.80 

1.60 

46 

77 

9 

112 

76 

1.50 

1.70 

889 

864 

24 

1,500 

102 

1.35 

1 .95 

36 

62 

26 

60 

68 

1.65 

1.85 

242 

256 

35 

330 

50 

1.55 

1.76 

. 6,285 

7,023 i 

1.365 

11,938 

3,132 

1.49 

1.63 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Estimates of production 
for 1929 and 1980 revised on basis of 1930 Census. Earlier years not so revised. 

I Preliminary. 

* Crop failure. ^ , , 

> Indudes some quantities not harvested on a<X}ount of market conditions as follows: 1926,1,462,000bushels 
in Georgia and Northern States, 1928, 1,000,000 bushels in Georgia; California, 1927, clingstone, 2,7^^ 


left on the trees, freestone, 600,000 bushels; 1931, clingstone, 12,001,000 bushels Including 3,938,000 sold but 
left on the trees; 1932, clingstone, 10,043,000 bushels, freestone, 126,000 bushels. PncM and value are 
computed on the quantity actually harvested plus a quantity of fruit that was sold but left on trees in 
1930 and 1931. 

* Mainly for canning. 

5 Mainly for drying. 
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Tabm 214.— Peaches: Car-lot shipments, hy State or origin, 192S-19S^ i 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compfled from dally market reports from bureau respresentatives 
in the vaiious markets. Average prices as shown are bas^ on stock of good merchantable quality and 
condition; they are simple avers^es of dally range of selling prices. 
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Table 216.— Pears: Total production^ foreign trade of the United States^ and 
average price per bushel^ 1913-1932 


Year 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Average 
price per 
bushel, 
crop- 
market¬ 
ing 

season ft 

Farm 

value, 

basis 

average 

price 

CTop-mar- 

keting 

season 

Domestic exports, year beginning July i 

Fresh ft 

Canned ft 

Dried 

Total in 
terms of 
fresh 


1,000 
bushels 
10,108 
12,086 
11,216 
11,874 
13,281 
13,362 

lA^ 
16,806 
11,297 1 
20,705 
17,845 
18,866 
20,720 
26,249 
18,373 
24,212 
18, BOO 
21,138 
<25,633 
<23,346 
<21,981 

Dollars 

1,000 

dollars 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

bushels 





























lOlfi _ 

1.38 

18,419 





laio _ 





1010 _-_ 

1.84 

1.66 i 
1.71 
1.06 
1.21 
1.42 
1.40 
.89 
1.32 
1.02 

27,614 
27,865 
19,268 
21,943 
21,670 
26,689 
29,066 
22,399 
24,298 
24,663 < 





_...__ 





JQOl _ 

_ 




jQog _ 

36,786 

60,237 

41,462 

71,206 

73,877 

51,066 

82,847 

49,368 
38,431 
53,851 
75,876 
66,104 
62,671 
82,652 


2,823 

2,648 

8,107 

4,645 

4,293 

3,258 

5,3SS 

1923 _ 


19^t4 ___ 


1925 ___ 


1926 —_-_ 

_1 

1907 __ _ 


19^ _ 

*2,626 

1929 _-__ 

1929 .... 

1.43 

.76 

30,152 
18.202 

62,024 

134,670 

90,702 

54,709 
74,355 
71,570 

3,655 

8,037 

6,079 

8,S76 

6,674 

6,378 

1930 _____ 

1931 _ 

.60 13,607 

. 39 7.635 

1932 ft -_ 







Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures are estimates of the Crop Reporting Board: Italic 
figures are census returns. Prices are based upon returns from crop reporters. Estimates of production for 
1929 and 1930 revised on basis of 1930 census. Earlier years not so revised. 


1 Conned pears converted to terms of firesh on the basis that 1 pound canned fruit is equivalent to 2 pounds 
fresh; dried pears converted to terms of fresh on the basis that dned pears equ^ 26 per cent of ftesh; 48 
pounds fresh equals 1 bushel. No imports of pears reported. 

> From 1918 to 1926, Nov. 16 price; 1926 to 1932, average price for the crop-marketing season. 

»Exports were reported In value only, prior to July 1,1922. 

* January-June, 1929. Not previously reported. 

ft Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions as follows: 1,292,000 bushels in 
1930.625,000 in 1931, and 2,600,000 in 1632. Prices and value are computed on harvested crop, 
ft Preliminary. 

Table 217.— Pears: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin^ 1922-2S to 19S1S2 


Crop-movement season ^ 


State 

1922-23 

1923-24 

1924-26 

1926-26 

1926-27 

1927-28 

1928-20 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1031-32ft 


Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

New York. 

6,461 

1,701 

2,978 

A 510 

2,263 

1,694 

1,600 

647 

2,661 

831 

New Jersey. 

40 

70 

60 

62 

47 

19 

16 

4 

19 

2 

Ohio. 

96 

33 

47 

62 

100 

130 

104 

33 

77 

26 

Ulmois. 

468 

318 

696 

614 

868 

228 

370 

787 

154 


Michigan. 

1,860 

643 

394 

161 

467 

636 

449 

147 

469 

131 

Delaware. 

161 

641 

273 

128 

249 

49 

1 

20 

13 

7 

Maryland. 

36 


80 

29 

33 

33 

27 

42 

9 

14 

Alabama.... 

79 

60 

27 

66 

12 

93 

71 

152 

135 

46 

Texas. 

60 

99 

120 

121 

144 

213 

30 

231 

100 

105 

Colorado. 

774 

696 

965 

717 

760 

737 

264 

1,082 

249 

397 

Utah...,... 

82 

66 

81 

29 

77 

34 

49 

47 

38 

1 

Washington-. 

2,678 

4,274 

2,456 

3,660 

6,278 

2,680 

6,868 


6,167 

4.660 

Oregon. 

1,862 

2,675 

1,483 

2,225 

2,909 

2,977 

4,437 

4,211 

6,123 

2,824 

Cahfomia... 

6,466 

7,143 

6,312 

8,718 

11,673 

9,215 


9,466 

13,490 

9,804 

Other States.—. 

279 


426 

275 

369 

198 

146 

344 

133 

154 

Total. 

20,881 

18,689 

16,246 




24,434 

21,147 

28,827 

20,060 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
hum officials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car 
lots include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 

ft Crop movement season extends from June of one year through May of the following year. Figures tor 
California for 1930-31 and 1931-32 include shipments in month preceding and following the regular crop- 
movement season, 
ft Preliminary. 

163060°-33-36 
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Table 218.— Pears: Production and average price, by States, average 19B4~1928, 

and anrhual 192^1932 



Average price per bushel, 
crop-marketing season 


Aver- 

1929 1930 1931 19321 1929 

1928 


Maine. 11 

New Hampshire. 14 

Vermont. 10 

Massachusetts. 74 

Rhode Island. 11 

Connecticut. 55 

New York. 2,181 

New Jersey. 641 

Pennsylvania. 673 



North Atlantic. 

3,469 


2,580 

1,469 

Ohio. 

351 

204 

273 

505 

Indiana. 

229 

185 

128 

264 

Illinois. 

542 

600 

265 

760 

^fichigiin. - -- _ 

734 

845 

655 

484 

Iowa—_-__ 

48 

93 

59 

94 

Missouri. 

326 

447 

172 

500 

Nebraska.-. 

25 

53 

36 

35 

TTe^TlfUM_ 

184 

256 

118 

220 

North CentraL. 

2,446 

2,183 

1,706 

2,862 

Delaware.. 

226 


19 

38 

Maryland..—__- -- 

279 

■n 

81 

149 

Virghiia. 

207 


100 

510 

West Virginia. 

59 

65 

24 

129 

North Carolina. 

207 

196 

122 

340 

South Carolina. 

107 

89 

88 

119 

Georgia-. 

199 

152 

155 

204 

Florida—. 

54 

45 

49 

59 

South Atlantic. 

1,398 

1,095 

638 

1,648 


Kentucky-. 
Tennessee.- 
Alabama.-. 
MissLssippi- 
Arkansas— 
Louisiana— 
Oklahoma— 
Texas_ 


South Central. 1,401 

Idaho..-. 69 

Colorado. 458 

New Mexico. 36 

Arizona—. 13 

Utah. 64 

Nevada. 6 

Washington. 2,528 

Oregon. 1,886 

OalSomia. 7,721 

Western. 12,770 

United States. 21,484 




21,138 > 26,633 * 23,346 > 21,981 1.43 


Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Estimates of production 
for 1929 and 1930 revised on basis of 1930 census. Earlier years not so revised. 

* Preliminary. <* 
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Table 219.— Peas, green, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per 
bushel or per pound, 1929-1932 


Utilization and 
State 

Acreage 

Production 

Seasonal farm price 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 


1930 

1931 

1932 

1929 

1930 



For market. 

For manufacture: > 

Tyfftipfl_ 

New York. 

NewJersey---- 

Pennsylvania.. 

Ohio. 

Lidiana. 

Illinois. 

Michigan. 

Wisconsin. 

Minnesota. 

Delaware. 

Maryland. 

Montana. 

Colorado. 

Utah.. 

Washington.... 
Other States 

Total for manu¬ 
facture. 

Acres 

66,530 


Acres 

82,270 

Acres 

111,090 



1,000 
bush A 
5,869 

1,000 

bush.i 

2 6,981 

Dolls. 

1.67 

Dolls. 

1.44 


Dolls. 

1.26 

1,150 
82,800 
400 
1,730 
5,080 
5,500 
11,010 
10,900 
111,000 

12.670 
8,040 

12,400 

3,900 

3,400 

11.670 

1,940 

4,380 

1,330 

34,440 

600 

2,010 

5,410 

6,270 

14,500 

11,660 

127,000 

17,900 

3,200 

14,000 

3,500 

3,700 

13,070 

2,100 

6,050 

1,470 
31,900 
500 
1,920 
5,800 
5,950 
13,100 
10,200 
98,000 
16,500 
2,620 
14,400 
2,400 
3,500 
7,200 
2,3001 
5,590 

I 


1 

1 

1,000 

lbs. 

2,412 

24,700 

120 

3,060 

2,805 

9,072 

24,640 

7,332 

71,250 

24,016 

852 

13,860 

5,520 

3,407 

13,734 

6,916 

14,856 

— 

Cts. 

3.5 
3.0 

8.5 
3.0 

2.4 

2.6 

2.5 
2.4 
3.0 

2.7 
3.0 
3.0 
2.6! 
2.2 

2.8 
3.0 
3.0 

Os. 

3.5 

3.1 

3.5 
3.0 

2.2 

2.6 
3.0 
2.6 
2L9 
2l7 
3.0 
3.0 
2.3 
2.3 
2.8 
3.0 
2.9 

as. 

2.8 

2.8 

3.0 

2.7 
2.2 

2.4 
2.9 

2.5 

2.8 
Z7 
3.0 
2.8 
2.0 
2.3 

2.6 
2.6 
2.9 

1 








228,551 

2.9 

2.9 

27 

22 


Bareaa of AgrioultarsJ Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters and canning 
establishments. 


1 Bushels contalzilng approximately 32 pounds, unshelled. 

> Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 110,000 bushels in 1932. Price 
refers to harvested portion of crop. 

* Beported on shelled basis. 

* Other States Indude C^lfomia, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Tennessee, Virginia, and Wyoming. 


Table 220.— Peas, green: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin, 1925-1932 ^ 


State 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 s 


Oars 

Cars 

Oars 

ml 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

New York. 

885 

1,110 

976 


731 

892 

431 

351 

New Jersey. 

20 

27 

40 

mm 

28 

1 

13 

1 

Mn.rylft.nrt _ _ 

48 

55 

54 


52 

2 

13 


Virgmia-. 

303 

288 

259 



129 

232 

76 

North Carolina. 

491 

696 



368 

482 

554 

284 

South Carolina.. 

104 

167 

207 

247 

214 

265 

256 

71 

Florida...... 

5 


0 

14 

31 

6 

130 

146 

Mississippi. 

149 

233 

243 


199 

234 

282 

46 

Idaho. 

13 

40 


176 

238 

407 

415 

342 

Colorado. 

35 

58 

149 

348 

459 

463 

559 

591 

Washington. 

43 

64 

111 

162 

334 

791 

539 

829 

Oalifoniia. 

569 


1,361 

1,642 

2,205 

3,494 

3,016 

4,870 

Other States. 

42 

127 


63 

77 

128 

120 

217 

Total. 

2,707 1 

3,568 

4,179 

4,801 

5,188 

7,294 

6,560 1 

7,823 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from dally and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from officials and local agents of common carriers throughout the counfry. Shipments as shown in car 
lots include those by boat reduced to car-lot ba^. Shipments by truck not Induded. 

1 Crop-movement season is for calendar year, except Florida and Texas, which begin in October of the 
precedi^ year. 
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Table 221 . —Peas, canned: Pack ^ in the United Statesy 1919—198^ 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from National Oanners' Association, 1919-1926; Bureau 
of Census, 1927-1929; beginning 1930, Foodstuffs, Division Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 


1 Stated in cases of 24 No. 2 cans. ^ Previous to 1923, included in “Other States.’’ 

3 Includes Delaware. < Included in “Other States.” 


Table 222 . — Pecans: Estimated production and December 1 pricey by Staiesy average 
1924-1988 and annual 1929-1932 


Production 
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TABiiB 223.— Pe'ppers, commercial crop for market: Acreage^ production, and price 

per bushel, 1929-193^ 


Marketing season 


Acreage 



Production 


Seasonal farm price per 
bushel 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1029 


1931 

1932 


Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

1,000 

bushA 

1,000 

busL^ 

1,000 

bush.^ 

1,000 

bushA 

Dolls, 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Fall. 

450 

660 

2,400 

1,650 

81 

208 

m 

390 

4.46 

2.44 

.76 

1.00 

Early.. 

6,200 

5,900 

6,800 

6,400 

1,481 

1,285 

1,366 

1,385 

1.43 

1.63 

1.86 

1.00 

Second early. 

2,020 

2,270 

1,820 

6,700 

1,460 

382 

282 

361 

200 

.94 

.74 

.66 

.93 

Intermediate. 

6,630 

6.360 

6,900 

1,238 

1,505 

2,000 

1,413 

.66 

.62 

.34 

.38 

Late. 

1,060 

2,040 

1,730 

1,760 1 

229 

400 

348 

434 

.93 

.78 

.68 

.62 

Total. 

16,860 

17,210 

18,460 

17,170 

3,411 

3,680 

4,678 

3,828 ^ 

1.13 

1.06 

.74 

.71 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 


1 Bushels containing approximately 22 pounds. 

Table 224 .—Plums and prunes: Production and average price per ton, by States, 
average 1924-1928 and annual 1929-1932 


Crop and State 

Production 

Average price per ton, crop 
marketing season 

1 

[Average, 

1924-1928 

1929 

1630 

1031 

19321 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

Plums and fresh 
prunes: 

Galifomia. 

Idaho. 

Oregon. 

Washington. 

Total. 

Short 

tons 

66,800 

16,980 

16,500 

11,320 








■EQkj 

101,600 

1 117,250 1 

1 147,875 

lni6,850 

|i 163,100 

1 45 90 

29.02 

1 22 29 

10.96 

Pranes, dried:« 

Galifomia-. 

Oregon. 

Washington. 

Idaho 

176,000 

17,000 

8,670 






65.00 

70.00 

70.00 

65.00 


62.00 

62.00 

60.00 

Total. 






196,670 

161,380 

^ 303,466 

238,757 

>203,500 


66.13 


61.97 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 


* 1 AOiUXUlIUlj* 

> Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions as follows: Plums, Galifomia, 
1931,7,000 tons; 1932,9,000 tons; prunes, dried, Galifomia, 1930, 13,000 tons, 1932, 4,000 tons; Oregon, 1930, 
8,000 tons. Prices and value are computed on the harvested crop. 

3 To convert Galifomia estimates to fresh fruit basis, multiply by 2^, In other States the ratio ranges 
from 3 to 4 fresh to 1 dried. 
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Table 225.— Potatoes: Acreagej production^ valuer exportSj etc.. United States 

1909-19SB 


Yeax 

Acreage 

har¬ 

vested 

Average 
>ield 
per acre 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Price per 
bushel 
received 
by pro- 

Farm 
value 
Dec. 1 

Whole¬ 

sale 

pnceper 

bushel 

Domes¬ 
tic ex¬ 
ports, 
year be- 
gijming 

Imports, 
year be¬ 
ginning 
July* 

Net bal¬ 
ance, 
yearbe- 

ffinnincr 



ducers 
Deo. 1 


York 1 

July * i 

lOOfl _ 

1,000 

acres 

8,689 

3,660 

3,720 

3,619 

3,711 

3. CG8 

3,711 

3,734 

3,666 

4.384 
4,295 
3.958 
3,205 1 
3,302 1 
3,698 
3,913 

3.384 
8,911 
3,111 
2,825 
2,817 
3,177 
3,474 
li,9jU 
2, ora 

3,038 
3,375 

Bushels 

108.1 

1,000 
bushels 
389,196 
394,552 

Cents 

1,000 

dollais 

Ceras 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1,000 

bushels 

1909.—. 

107.5 

54.2 

213,679 

49 

m 

363 

+646 
+2,177 
-12.283 
+1,693 
-1,823 
+2,866 
+3,810 
-658 

1910 _ _ _ 

93.8 

340,032 
292,737 

65.7 

19i, 666 

54 

2,384 

210 

1911 _ - 

80.9 

79.9 

233,778 

106 

1,237 
2,028 

13,736 

1919. _ 

113.4 

420,647 

50.5 

212,550 

62 

337 

1913. 

90.4 

331,525 

68.7 

227,903 

78 

1,794 

3,646 

lOi-i _ - - 

110.5 

409,921 

48.7 

199,460 

47 

3,135 

271 

1916. 

96.3 

359,721 

61.7 

221,992 

103 

4,018 

210 

1916. 

80.5 

286,953 

146.1 

419,333 

238 

2,489 

3,079 

1917. 

100.8 

442,108 

122.8 

642,774 

129 

3,453 

1,180 

+2,273 

+205 

1918. 

06.9 

411,860 

890,428 

298,975 

119.3 

491,627 

127 

3,680 

3,534 

1919 . 

89.3 



1919. 

90.7 

158.0 

472,289 

284 

3,723 i 

6,941 I 

-3,212 

+1,399 

+222 

+2,408 

+2,612 

1920. 

112.5 

371,366 
327,365 
419,655 

112.8 

418,926 

103 

4,803 1 

3,423 1 
2,110 
672 

1921. 

91.0 

108.1 

353,803 

123 

2,327 

1922. 

106.4 

56.7 

233,909 

97 

2,980 

1923. 

108.6 1 

367,534 

75.7 

278,251 

118 

Si 076 

564 

1924. 

181.1 

852,488 

1924. 

124.1 

386,219 

62.3 

240,767 1 

569,939 

456,601 

352,375 

224,859 

78 

3,653 

478 

+3,187 
-3,675 
-4,206 
-1,313 
+628 

1926. 

105.0 

299,072 
323,085 
370,423 
426.776 
888,416 
329,134 
333,036 
376,310 
356,589 

187.2 

238 

1,824 

2,092 

2,424 

3,165 

5,420 

6,349 

3,803 

1926. 

114.7 

* 141.3 

161 

1927. 

116.6 

<96.1 

129 

1928. 

122.8 

<52.7 

76 

2,698 

1929. 

109.6 

1929. 

110.5 

< 181.6 

<433,151 

<306.401 

<173,767 

<136,922 

163 

2,386 

1,548 

6,006 
5,729 
1,476 

-3,621 
-4,166 
-668 

1930. 

100.0 

» 91.6 

111 

1931. 

111.2 

<46.3 

61 

816 

19357 

3,368 

105.9 

<38.6 







Bureau of AgriculturiQ Economics. Acreage, yield, and production figures are estimates of the Crop 
Reporting Board, reyised, 1910 to 1928. See Introductory text; italic figures are census returns. Prices 
received by producers are based upon returns from crop reporters. See 1927 Yearbook, p. 881, for data 
for earlier years. 

J Compiled from Producers Price Current. Prices 1909-1919 are averages of the high and low weekly 
quotations of New York potatoes, October-J une, converted from dollars per 180 pounds to cents per bushel; 
begiiming 1920, season September-May. 

3 Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1909-1917; Foreign Commerce and 
Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United States, 
June issues, 1919-1926, January and June issues, 1927-1932, and official records of the Bureau of Forei^ 
and Domestic Commerce. 

3 The difference between total exports (domestic exports plus reexports) and total imports; + indicates 
net exports and — indicates net imports. 

*For some of the early and midseason States prices represent approximate seasonal average. 

B Weighted average price for crop marketing season, 

B Based on weighted average price for crop marketmg season. 

’Preliminary. 

Table 226.— Potatoes: ^ Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, 
by States, averages, and annual 1931 and 1933 


State and group 

Acreage harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Weighted 
average 
price per 
bushel, crop 
marketing 
season 

Aver- 

1928 

1931 

19323 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919- 

1928 

mi 

1932 

Aver- 

1028 

1931 

1932* 

1931 

1932 

Surplus late States: 

Maine—. 

New York-. 

Pennsylvania ^ j 

Total. 

1,000 

acres 

148 

245 

_^ 

1 

1,000 

acres 

168 

210 

195 

Bush. 

248 

114 

106 

Bush. 

258 

142 

139 

Bush. 

235 

135 

no 

1,000 

bushels 

37,684 

28,363 

22,872 

1,000 

bushels 

50,310 

28,684 

26,549 

1,000 

bushels 

39,480 

28,350 

21,450 

Cents 

25 

47 

53 

Cehts 

25 

41 

47 

593 

s 

573 

■Si} 


155.8 

88,018' 



38.0 

mSj 


’ Acreage and juroduction estimates for each State cover the entire crop, whether commercial or non- 
commercii^, early or late. 

> Preliminary. 
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Table 226.— Potatoes: Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, 
hy States, averages, and annual 19S1 and 1932 —Continued 


state and gronp 


Micliigan.. 

Wisconsin. 

Minnesota- 

North Dakota- 
South Dakota. 


Nebraska. 

Montana. 

Idaho_—_ 

Wyoming—. 

Colorado. 

Utah. 

Nevada. 

Washington. 

Oregon. 

California--. 

Total-. 

Total surplus late- 

Other late States: 

New Hampshire.' 

Vermont_ 

Massachusetts. 

Bhode Island. 

Connecticut.. 

Total. 

West Virginia. 

Ohio. 

Indiana-. 

lUinois. 

Iowa. 

Total. 

New Mexioo—. 

Arizona__ 


Total other late—. I 


Intermediate States: 

New Jersey. 

Delaware. 

Maryland. 

Virgmia. 

Kentucky. 

Missouri_ 

_ 


Early States: 

North Carolina_ 

South Carolina_ 

Georgia-. 

Florida. 

Tennessee. 

Alabama. 

Mississippi. 

Arkansas. 

Louisiana_ 

Oklahoma—. 

Texas. 

Total. 

United States. 

30 late States. 

37 late and Inter¬ 
mediate. 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 



Acreage harvested Yield per acre 


Aver- Aver- Aver- 

1^ 19*1 1632 1931 1982 1931 1932 1931 

1923 1923 1923 
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Table 227. — Potatoes, early commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price p&r 
bushel, by States, 19S9-19SS 




Acreage 



Production 


Seasonal farm mico per 
bushel 

anil 














1929 

1030 

1031 

1932 

1929 


1931 

1932 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

Fall; Texas. 

Acres 

800 

H 


H 




H 

Dolls. 

1.06 

JDolls. 

SoUt. 

LOS 

Dolli, 

0.76 

Early (sec. 1): 
Florida- _ 



bs 

Si 

2,684 

2,489 

3,667 

1,443 

1.81 

1.86 

1.07 

1.28 

Texas, lower Rio 
Grande Valley. 

■ 



980 

in 

■Sill 




1.76 

1.31 

1.26 

Total. 

H 

46,000 

11,800 

11.300 

40,700 

14.600 

31.900 

3,564 

4,019 

4,587 

2,171 

1.76 

1.82 

1.11 

1.28 

Early (sec. 2); 

Aln-hama 

P 

668 

1.180 

2.044 

860 

1.45 

1.45 

.48 

.72 

California_ 



1.339 



2.380 

1.22 

1.20 

.87 

.66 

Georgia_ 





330 



1.35 

1.40 

.65 

.80 

liouislana_ 

Kot»Ti!t 

946 

1,640 

2,642 



1.35 

mmt 


Mi.'sfiipsu'pi - 


■1^ 

61 

66 

205 

111 

1.45 

1.53 

.47 

HViTl 

South CTorolina... 
other 

M 



2,176 

622 

2,623 

1,429 

2,920 

1,760 

H 

1.30 

L80 

1.28 

1.27 

mm 

.73 

.72 



Total. 

68,700 

|E3E^ 


72,200 

6,871 

9,168 

12,611 

6,997 

1.33 

1.30 

.64 

.70 


Second early: 

Arb-ansM. _ 

1 

B 

6,600 

33,500 

11,800 

2,200 

6,100 

23,500 

8,300 

1,600 

323 

491 

552 

434 


1.16 

.45 

.48 

North Carolina.. 
rvVlAhmrie - - 

3,438 

1,C^ 

166 

4,347 

1,408 

136 


3,612 

940 

HR?n 

Burn 

.62 

.60 

.64 

.46 

Tennessee. 


99 

106 

1.16 

1.20 

.65 

.65 

Total. 


ms 

ms 

38,400 

4,997 

6,385 

6,846 

5,127 

.99 

1.24 

.61 

.59 





Intermediate (seO. 













|E 

1 

m 

I 

1,985 

722 



2; 394 
625 

1.11 

-71 

.61 

.20 

ITeTitnfiky- ^ 

1.36 

mm 

.69 

.35 

Marvlflnd_ 

m 

1,290 

1,046 

12,256 


m 


.85 

.48 

.47 


1.10 

.80 

.63 

.36 

Virjriiil^ . _ 


11,938 


1.16 

.97 

.64 





Total. 

102,300 

118,200 

112,800 

61,800 

16,617 

17,731 

15,143 

12,551 

■B? 

.91 

wm 

.47 


intermediate (sec. 
2): 

Nfihrftskft. 

m 

IB 


2,000 

36,000 

270 

IBS 


m 

IS 


.70 

.60 

.25 

.48 

New Jersey.._ 

3,616 

6,235 

6,400 

6,940 


iHHiii 


Total 


ms 



4,186 

6,615 

6,816 

m 

US 

MfM 

.61 

.46 


pmiiM 

Grand total.. 

268,800 

325,100 

340,800 

H 

36,274 

43,859 

46,093 

33,495 

1.28 

1.12 

.03 

.69 


Bureaa of Agricnltuial Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters, 
i Bushels containing approximately 60 pounds. 
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Table 228.— Potatoes: Acreage, yield per acre, and production in specified coun¬ 
tries; average, 1926-^6 to 1929-30; annual, 1931-32 and 1932-33 


Country 

Acreage 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1925-20 

to 

1929-30 

1931-32 

1932- 
33 J 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1926-26 

to 

1929-30 

1931-32 

1932- 

331 

Average, 

1925-26 

to 

1029-30 

1931^2 

1932-331 

NOBTHBBN HSMISFHERS 











1,000 

1,000 

1,000 




1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

North America: 

acres 

acres 

acres 

Biish. 

Bush. 

Bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

Canada. 

552 

584 

522 

136.1 

149.3 

125.8 

74,679 

87,175 

65,093 

United States. 

3,054 

8,376 

8,308 

114.6 

ni.2 

105.9 

349,698 

376,310 

356,589 

Total. 

3,600 

3,959 

3,890 

117.7 

116.8 

108.6 

424,277 

462.486 

422,282 

. 

800 

709 

795 

248.1 

202.8 


198,601 

143,807 


Irish SlEatA - 

869 

346 

348 

238.1 

208.5 


87i856 

72|132 


Norway. 

120 

116 

! 123 

263.3 

245.3 

309.2 

31.592 

28; 461 

38,029 

Sweden. 

366 

827 

i 337 

173.2 

168.3 

217.0 

63,397 

55,033 

1 73,119 

Denmark. 

173 

167 

172 

200.5 

205.3 

286.3 

36,243 

32,236 

1 49,236 

Netherlands. 

433 

406 

434 

28 ao 

247.6 

311.6 

121,249 

100.536 

1 135.215 

Belgium. 

408 

425 

435 

3a5.4 

309.2 

297.7 

124,585 

131,426 

129,503 

France. 

3,606 

3,533 

3,480 

145.8 

169.5 

167.6 

523,039 

598,908 

583,045 

Spain-. 

»812 

1,024 

1,042 

*172.0 

167.8 

180.9 

a 139,671 

in, 847 

I 188,526 

Italy. 

86S 

1,019 

1,022 

83.0 

70.8 

101.6 

72,837 

72,184 

1 103,761 

Switzerland. 

116 

113 

115 

224.7 

249.2 

214 7 

26,069 

28,164 

2i,m 

Germany. 

6,945 

6,979 

1 7,114 

201.7 

230.9 

242.8 

1,400,091 

1,611,797 

1,727,610 

Austria. 

463 

478 

511 

183.7 

208.8 

163.8 

83,216 

09,824 

83,723 

Czechoslovakia. 

1,738 

1,775 

1,811 

178.4 

201.3 

170.5 

310,025 

357,377 

308,720 

Hungary. 

652 

701 

729 

110.B 

75.9 

81.9 

72,221 

53,186 

61,921 

Yugoslavia----__ 

500 

584 


744 

69.9 


41,649 

40,815 


Rumania..----..---—------ 

64i 

683 


117.8 

108.0 


76,866 

73 ; 796 


Poland. 

6,125 

0,715 

6,709 

168.7 

169.6 

147.6 

972,152 

1,138', 617 

989,492 

Lithuania. 

347 

409 

427 

166.1 

176.3 

157.2 

53,810 

72.089 

67,184 

Latvia. 

2001 

247 

253 

142.4 

173.6 

175.0 

28,477 

42,881 

44,280 

Estonia. 

166 

168 

166 

158.1 

186.9 

152.1 

26,245 

31,398 

25,246 

Finland. 

171 

174 

192 

160.8 

153.2 

192.4 

27,496 

28,661 

36,945 

Russia . , rr r_ 

13,496 

16,103 

15,101 

118.1 



1,694,077 









Total European countries 










reporting area and pro¬ 










duction, all years. 

23,699' 

24,760 

25,072 

173.6 

187.9 

186.3 

4,114214 

4652,615 

4,670,113 

Estimated European to¬ 
tal, excluding Russia. -. 

26,200 

27,300 

27,700 




4538,000 

5,033,000 

5,104,000 

Total Northern Hemi¬ 





sphere countries report- 










8Jr68i QJid produclioUi 
all years. 

27,306 

28,735 

1 

28,962 

166.2 

178.1 

00 

4538,401 

5,115,100 

5,092,395 

Estimated Northern 










Hemisphere total, ex¬ 










cluding Russia and 










China_ __ 

30,700 

32,200 

32^500 




5,031,000 

5,576,000 

5,607,000 

SOXTTHEBN HEMISFREBE 










Chile- . 

93 

104 


145.8 

153.5 


13,557 

15,066 


ArgATitirift 

297 



97.7 



29,031 



Australia _ _ ^ 

140 



95.1 



13,315 













Estimated Southern 










Hemisphere total. 

2,000 

2,200 


. 



110,000 

120,000 


Estimated world total, 










excluding Russia and 










China- - - 

32,700 

34,400 





5,141,006 

5,696.000 










Bureau of Agrltsultural Economics. Both acreage and production figures refer to the year of harvest. 
Harvests of the Northern Hemisphere are combined with those of the Southern Hemisphere which ixnmedi* 
ately follow; thus, for 1931-32 the crop harvested in the Northern Hemisphere countries in 1931 is combined 
with the l^athexn Hemisphere harvest which b^ns late hi 1991 and ends early in 1933. 

I I^reliminary. * 4-yBar average. 
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Table 229.— Potatoes; Car-lot shipments. United States, by months, 19SS-198S 



Boreau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from (Medals and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car 
lots include those by boat reduced to oar-lot basis, 400 to 700 bush^ to a carload. Shipments by truck 
not included. 


1 Preliminary. 


Table 230.— Potatoes: Car-lot shipments, hy State of origin, 191^2-1981 


Crop-movement season ^ 



1930 

19311 

Can 

Can 

63,381 


268 

71 

503 

224 

13,700 

■Efini 

6,600 

6,179 

600 

634 

204 

144 

49 

12 

64 

76 

3,379 

8,858 

10,484 

13,350 

16,346 

19,207 

342 

171 

2,016 

1,473 

4,687 

7,277 

749 

79 

9,160 

8,307 

3,866 

2,710 

8 

24 

2,240 

1,762 

21,731 

18,644 

87 

165 

7,355 

8,681 

4,644 

5,030 

676 

808 

4,802 

6,882 

618 

447 

267 

128 

2,728 

4,712 

119 

368 

814 

836 

2,327 

4,410 

2,755 

2,171 

6,480 

5,045 

637 

393 

32,003 

36,916 

2,775 

2,142 

18,080 

7,629 

49 

80 

1,044 

954 

593 

248 

7,988 

6,992 

2,881 

3,068 

7,887 

6,959 

39 

21 

257,565 

216,760 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from officials and local events of common ttuiiers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car 
lots indade those by boat reduced to car-lot basis, 400 to 700 bushels to a oarlo^. Shipments by truck 
not included. 


^ Crop movement season covers 19 months, from December through the second following June; i. e., the 
1922 season begins in December, 1921, and ends June, 1923. 
s Preliminary beginning January, 1932. 
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TABiiB 231,— Potatoes: International trade, average 19H6-19S9, annual 1998-1981 



Calendar year 


Average, 
]925-1929 


Exportsllmports Exports Imports Exportsjlmports Exportsilmports Expoxtsilmports 


PEIIf(3PAL EXPOBT- 
INQ COT7NTBIES 


Netherlands.... 

Belgium. 

Italy. 

Canada. 

Poland. 

Hungary. 

Spain. 

A^entina- 

Algeria.. 

Oz^oslovakia.. 

Estonia. 

Irish Free State. 

Russia. 

Japan. 

China. 


58,808 13,104 64,363 15,343 61,562 19,331 54 17,091 58,462 


PEINCIPAI. DiPOBT- 
INQ COXJNTBIBS 

Germany. -. 

United Kingdom— 

France_ 

United States. 

Cuba. 

Austria_ 

Switzerland. 

Portugal. 

Uruguay. 

Brazil. 

Egypt... 

Denmark......_ 

Finland. 

Yugoslavia. 

Sweden. 

Timis. 

Philippine Islands. 

Venezuela. 

Norway. 



12,205 12,653 
4,284 2,698 


11,755 18,176 
10,735 1,694 



04,492 27,477 


15,741 52,145 29,232 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Oilicial sources except where otherwise noted. These figures do not 
include sweetpotatoes. 

1 Preliniinary. a g-year averse. > International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

Table 232. — Potatoes: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers 
United States y ^ 19S9^SS 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based upon returns from special price reporters. Monthly pri^ 
by States, wei^ted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtalpd by wefeht- 
ing monthly prices by oar-lot shipments. Mean of prices reported on 1st of month and 1st oi sncoeeding 
month, July, 1922-Decembor, 1923. For previous data see 1930 or earlier Yearbooks. 
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Table 233. — Potatoes^ Idaho, Russet Bnrhanhs: Average car-lot yrice per 100 
pounds to jobbers at Chicago, 1923—24 1932—33 


Season 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Doc. 

. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

in5Jl-24 - _ 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 
1.91 
2.04 
8.99 
2.03 
1.75 
1.66 
2.80 
1.88 
1.39 
1.19 

Dollars 

1.78 

Dollars 

2.28 

2.30 

4.19 

2.83 
1.73 
1.64 
8.18 

1.84 
1.64 

Dollars 
2.24 
2.69 
3.06 
2.76 
1.89 
1.68 
3.14 
1.02 
1.40 

Dollars 
2.61 
2.41 
4.16 
2.88 
2.51 
1.60 
8.10 
1.67 
1.38 

Dollars 
2.08 
2.44 

4.78 
3.24 
1.97 
1.83 

3.79 
1.70 
1.32 


1D24-2S _ _ 








1 

8.61 

4.24 
1.60 
1.96 
8.59 
1.51 

1.25 

-1 w H-t M W » 

WWW 

1 1 1 1 f 1 

] 1 1 t ( 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 t 1 1 • 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

I 1 i 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

f 1 1 1 1 1 

12.48 

1.84 

2.33 

3.11 

2.71 

1.72 
1.30 

2.84 

1.78 

1.63 

2.98 

2.18 

1.43 

1.14 









Bureau of Agricultiural Economics. Compiled from daily market reports from the bureau representative 
at the market. Average prices as shown are based on stock of U. S. No. 1 grade; they are simple averages of 
dally range of selling prices. 


1 Less-than-oar-lot sales to jobbers. 

Table 234.— Potatoes, Round Whites: Price per 100 pounds, car-lot sales to jobbers 
Chicago, 1920-21 to 1932-33 


Season 

June 



Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 



1920- 21. 

1921- 22. 

1922- 23-.. 

1923- 24. 

1924- 25. 

1926-26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31.! 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

Dolls. 

8.09 

2.26 

8.33 

3.46 
12.70 

3.18 
8.82 
A65 
1.76 
2.63 
Z96 
1,61 

1.47 

11 

1 

P 

^iji 

Dolls. 
2.46 
2.40 
1.22 
1.68 
1.36 
1.96 
2.44 
1.76 
1.00 
2.49 
2.13 
.93 
.70 

Dolls. 

1.84 

1.9C 

.02 

1.06 

.87 

2.60 

2.26 

1.63 

.81 

2.38 

1.72 

.82 

.64 

Dolts. 

2.03 

1.76 

.86 

.99 

.92 

3.46 
2.30 
1.64 

.86 

2.27 

1.47 
.80 
.68 

Dolls. 

1.50 

1.77 

.83 

1.10 

.99 

8.66 

2.24 

1.63 

.90 

2.81 

1.41 

.82 

.74 

Dolls. 

1.29 
1.98 

.92 
1.42 
1.12 
4.02 

2.29 
1.52 
1.00 
2.51 
1.46 

.82 

Dolls. 

1.16 

1.84 

.96 

1.37 

1.09 

8.74 

1.98 

1.78 

.87 

2.47 

1.80 

.80 

Dolls. 
1.23 
1.71 

1.16 
1.31 
1.03 
4.01 
1.95 
2.17 
.78 
2.39 
1.45 
.84 

DolU. 
0.98 
1.60 
1.23 
1.32 
.81 
4.61 
2.13 
1.86 
.70 
2.86 
1.47 
.82 

Dolls. 

0.87 

1.68 

1.02 

1.30 

1.17 
3.11 

8.18 
1.40 

.80 

2.73 

1.28 

.82 

Dolls. 

1.46 

1.24 

2.78 

8.01 

.98 

.84 

.79 









Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled &om daily market reports from the bureau representative 
at the market. Average prices as shown are based on 8to(^ of U. S. No. 1 grade; they are simple averages 
of dally range of selling prices. Crop-movement season for Round Whites begins in June and ends in June 
of following year. 

1 Less than car-lot sales to jobbers. 


Table 235.— Swectpotatoes: Acreage, production, and value, United States 1919-1932 


Year 

Acre¬ 

age 

har¬ 

vest¬ 

ed 

Aver¬ 

age 

yield 

per 

acre 

Pro. 

duo- 

tion 

Price 

per 

bushel 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Dec. 1 

Farm 
value 
Deo. 1 

1919 

1 

Busk- 

els 

97.$ 

9Q.0 

ioa4 

9a3 

96.1 

94.9 

80.2 
79.7 

78.9 


Cents 

1,000 

doUara 

1919 . 

1920 . 

1921 . 

1922 . 

1923 _ 

1924. 

138.6 

112.9 

88.2 

76.0 

98.1 

104,746 

87,072 

66,204 

60,262 

62,831 

1924. 

1926_ 

1 

127.4 

134.9 



Year 

Acre¬ 

age 

har¬ 

vest¬ 

ed 

Aver¬ 

age 

yield 

per 

acre 

Pro¬ 

duc¬ 

tion 

Price 
per 
bushel 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Deo. 1 

Farm 
value 
Deo. 1 

1926 . 

1927 . 

1928 _ 

1929 . 

1,000 

acres 

646 

724 

638 

660 

646 

649 

786 

928 

1 

IfiOO 

bushels 

63,631 

71,166 

69,660 

65,19$ 

Cents 

93.8 
82.7 

90.9 

1,000 

dollars 

69,612 

68,866 

64,218 

1929 _ 

1930 . 

1931 . 

1932 

64,963 
63,117 
63,043 
78,484 

1117.1 

1108.2 
172.6 
148.0 

» 76,061 
>67,482 
>46,688 
>37,662 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Acrec^e, yield, and production figures are estimates of the Crop 
Reporting Board, revised, 191& to 1928. See Introduc^^ory text; italic figures are Aftnigna returns, ihdoes are 
based upon returns from crop reporters. 

i Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

* Based on weighted average price for crop mar^ting season. 

»Prdlminary. 



















































































































STATISTICS OF FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 


553 


Table 236.— Sweetpotatoes: Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, 
by States, averages, and annual 1981 and 1932 


State 

Acreage harvested 

Yidd per acre 

Production 

"Weighted 
average 
price per 
bushel, crop 
marketing 
season 


Aver¬ 

age, 

1924r- 

1028 

1931 

1932 1 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919- 

1928 

1931 

1932 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

19321 

1931 

1932 





Bush¬ 

els 

Bush¬ 

els 

Bush¬ 

els 

1,000 

bushels 


1,000 

bushels 

Cents 

Cents 

New Jersey. 

13 

13 

12 

124 


130 

1,666 

1,950 

1,660 

72 

66 

Indiana.. 

2 

4 

4 

118 

135 

110 

276 

540 

440 

80 

62 

Illinois. 

6 

6 

7 




498 

612 

735 

64 

41 

Iowa_ 

2 

3 

3 

91 


100 

192 

300 

300 

97 

65 

Missouri.-. 

8 

10 

10 

96 

90 

90 

772 

900 

900 

86 

61 

Kansas. 

4 

6 

6 

122 

95 

120 

610 

670 

720 

90 

65 

Delaware.- 

6 

8 

7 

136 

176 

118 


1,400 

826 

40 

39 

Marj-land. 

8 

11 

8 

146 

183 

116 

1,348 

2,013 

920 

64 

45 


35 

38 

38 

130 

125 

96 

1661 

1760 

8,610 

61 

36 


64 

80 

94 

100 

82 

86 

6,185 

6.560 

7,990 

70 



44 

63 

66 

84 

60 

92 

3,392 


6,072 

68 

46 

Geor^na. 

86 

91 


80 

60 

82 

6,273 


8,938 

107 

44 

Florida. 

21 

21 

26 

87 

78 

60 

1,813 


1,600 

106 

65 

Kentucky. 

16 

21 

26 

90 

98 

88 

1,267 

2,058 

2,200 j 

80 

61 

Tennessee. 

49 

68 

76 


80 

88 

1820 

6,440 

6,600 

65 

38 

Alabama. 


78 

101 

86 


86 

6,470 

6,070 

8,585 1 

88 

63 

Mississippi. 

62 

63 

79 

91 

88 


1677 

6,544 

7,900 

73 

40 

Arkansas. 

26 

32 

38 

98 

82 

70 

2,566 

2,624 

2,660 

61 

48 

Louisiana.. 

64 

72 

84 

77 

75 

66 

1687 

6,400 

5,544 

60 

44 

Oklahoma. 

16 

18 

22 

97 

70 

72 

1,683 

1,260 

1,684 

70 

46 

Texas. 

44 

77 

100 

82 

72 

76 

3,424 

6,644 

7,600 

63 

38 

California... 

10 

12 

13 

106 

95 

Kl 

967 

1,110 

1,300 

94 

65 

United States-. 

611 

786 

926 

92.9 

80.3 

818 

67,822 

63,043 

78,484 

72.6 

48.0 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Orop Reporting Board. 


1 Preliminary. 

Table 237.— Sweetpotatoes: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin, 1922-23 to 19$1S2 


Orop*movement season^ 


State 

1922- 

23 

1923- 

24 

1924r- 

26 

1925- 

26 

1926- 

27 

1927- 

28 

1928- 

29 

1929- 

30 


1931- 

823 


Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cara 

Cars 

Cars 

Oars 

Ctara 

Cara 

Cars 

New Jersey-. 

2,867 

1,628 

1,894 

1,367 

1,770 

1,226 



mEmm 

1,631 

Indiana-. 

66 

76 

103 

236 

284 

209 

231 

352 

366 

484 

Illinois. 

113 

81 

73 

101 

151 

119 

86 

164 

193 

211 

Delaware... 

2,632 

1,649 

1,760 

1,742 

1,886 

1,617 

1,470 

1,454 

771 

1,346 

Maryland. 

1,760 

1,123 

1,166 

1,620 

2,283 

2,266 

mmm 

1,859 

975 

862 

Virginia-.. 

6,633 

6,374 

6,213 

4,760 

6,601 

6,618 

6,480 


5,361 

4,973 

North Carolina_ 

680 

663 

816 

1,610 

1,683 

1,711 

760 

729 

883 

692 

South Carolina_ 

236 

164 

120 

231 

162 

276 

130 

375 

337 

70 

Georgia—. 

781 

610 

1,018 


678 


227 

627 

348 

335 

Florida. 

123 

62 

176 

241 

185 

169 

69 

125 

114 

166 

Kentucky-.. 

65 

30 

31 

90 

302 

186 

121 

263 

222 

479 

Tennessee-. 

1,496 

726 

1,137 

2,692 

4,972 

3,687 

2,918 

3,692 


2,410< 

A 1 Ahum A 

637 

382 

649 

663 

515 

574 

393 


320 

862 

Mississippi. 

116 

61 

36 

156 

79 

211 

126 

271 

219 

133 

Arkansas-. 

240 

263 

371 

476 

648 

392 

316 


176 

128 

T^nnlnfAn^ __ 


463 

658 

2,340 

1,286 

1,147 

981 

1,463 

1,224 

1,315 

Oklahoma.. 

86 

110 


216 

268 

294 

266 


78 

16 

Texas. 

974 

636 

221 

486 


1,284 

717 


717 

593 

California_ _ _ 

982 

684 

466 

1,161 

1,186 


767 

728 

869 

632 

Other States. 

176 

169 

174 

318 

316 

187 

173 

174 

234 

190 

Total. 

21,662 

14,532 

16,067 

20^869 

26,766 

23,423 

19,646 j 

22^042 

17,376 

16,828 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from dally and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from ofBcials and lo(^ agents of common earners throughout the country. Shipments as shown in oar lots 
indude those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not induded. 

i Crop-movement season extends from July 1 of one year through June of the following year. Figures 
for certain States indude shipments for month preceding or foUowmg the i^ular crop-movement season. 

* Preliminary. 
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Table 238.— Sweetpotatoes: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers. 
United States, 19SS~U to 19SSI-3S 



Chicago: 

1923- 24. 

1924- 25. 

1926-26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from dally market reports from bureau representatives 
in the various markets. Average prices as shown are based on stock of good merohantable quality and con¬ 
dition; they are simple averages of daOy range of selling prices. In some cases conversions have been made 
from larger to smaller units or vice versa, in order to obtain comparability. 


from l^er to smaller units or vice versa, in order to obtain comparability. 

1 SHn-dried. 

Table 240. — Spinach, commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per bushel 

or ton, 1929-193B 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters and canning 

tw f-AhHghtinftntJi- 


> Bushels containing approximately 20 pounds. 

* Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 19,000 bushels in 1931 and 
31,000 bushels in 1932. Price refers to harvested portion of crop. 
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Table 241.— Spinach: Car-lot shipments^ hy State of origin, 1921-1982 


Crop-movement season i 


State 

1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1926 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 


1031 

19322 

New York. 

Maryland. 

Virginia. 

South Carolina— 

Arkansas- 

Texas_ 

Califomia- 

Washmgton- 

Other States..— 

Total. 

Cars 

5 

393 

2,476 

1,463 

149 

19 

242 


Cars 

24 

798 

3,208 

422 

2 

2,433 

473 

23 

197 


Cars 

12 

619 

2,946 

601 

24 

3,235 

241 

123 

218 

Cars 

12 

846 

2,669 

614 

37 

4,613 

305 

121 

266 

Cars 

14 

670 

3,213 

462 

47 

4,495 

445 

145 

164 

Cars 

24 

749 

3,066 

282 

191 

6,628 

334 

166 

263 

Oars 

102 

628 

2,974 

110 

6,659 

494 

164 

243 

Cars 

41 

172 

2,686 

76 

141 

6,086 

177 

207 

152 

Oars 

46 

441 

1,332 

82 

127 

7,302 

71 

170 

202 

Cats 

46 

100 

1,127 

5 

61 

6,669 

100 

144 

116 


4,914 


7,607 

7,919 

9,383 

9,656 


10,34S 

9,636 


8,367 


Burenn of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from officials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in ear lots 
include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 


1 Croi)-movement season extends from October of the preceding year through December of the year shown 
Figures for Maryland, Washington, and New Jersey, include shipments in January succeeding the regular 
crop-movement season. 

2 Preliminary. 


Table 242.— Strawberries, commercial crop: Acreage, production and price per 
crate, hy States, 1929-1932 


Group and State 

Acreage 

Production ^ 

Seasonal fhrm price per 
crate 

1920 

1930 

1031 

1932 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1029 

1930 

IgU 

1032 

Early: 

Aloama.. 

Florida.— 

_ _ 

Mississippi_ 

Texas. 

Acres 

6,200 

6,800 

24,360 

1,080 

3,160 

Acres 

6,600 

9,000 

24,600 

1,240 

2,030 

Acres 

3,860 

9,100 

24,600 

1,400 

1,660 


1 

1 

1 

1 

DoUs. 

2.40 

6.80 

6.00 

3.35 

2.90 

Dolls. 

8.10 

6.70 

6.60 

2.66 

4.30 

Dolls. 

290 

6.76 

4.66 

276 

6.25 

Dolls. 

1.50 

4.80 

264 

1.87 

3.85 

Total.... 

41,600 

43,370 

40,600 

46,660 

2,648 



2; 654 

4.46 

6.42 

4.60 

mm 

Second early: 

Ark-ftTisM__ 

California (south¬ 
ern district).... 

Georgia. 

North Carolina.. 

South Carolina_ 

Tennessee. 

Virginia. 

Total.. 

22,000 

1,280 

400 

7,000 

600 

16,810 

8,980 

16,300 

1,800 

300 

6,400 

360 

12,600 

7,900 

9,000 

1,740 

260 

6,300 

320 

10,000 

6,620 

16^600 

1,600 

330 

6,200 

460 

16,000 

6,360 

1,122 

266 

18 

679 

34 

1,076 

682 


1 

1,040 

340 

17 

496 

82 

706 

413 

2L60 

4.30 

2.00 

3.10 

3.36 

2.40 

2.60 

3.60 

3.86 

2.60 
2.90 
2.90 
3.10 
2.60 

266 

8.86 

265 

266 
266 
260 
2 70 

1.90 

240 

1.88 

1.80 

206 

L25 

1.64 

mm 

mm 

mm 


mm 

2,364 

2,669 

8,043 

2.76 

3.20 

2 77 

1.76 

Intermediate: 
Califomia (other) 
Delaware... 

TlHnoiR _ 

Kansas.__ 

Kentucky. 

Maryland. 

MissourL. 

New Jersey. 

Oklahoma 

Total. 

2,280 

4.600 
4,790 

960 

6,240 

9.600 
21,090 

4,000 

1,900 

2.250 
4,100 
4,070 

860 

4.250 
7,800 

15,000 

4,600 

1,400 

2,460 
2,460 
4,270 
860 
3,630 
4,300 
12,160 
6,000 
1,120 

1 

326 

382 

283 

64 

443 

684 

1,209 

276 

76 

484 

242 

183 

34 

217 

413 

496 

306 

38 

502 

140 

206 

48 

194 

268 

474 

400 

28 

666 

324 

333 

67 

479 

608 

686 

678 

61 

3.86 

2.60 

2l15 

2.40 

2.60 

2.60 

2.60 

2.40 

2.40 

3.60 

2.90 

3.60 

3.60 

4.30 

2.00 

4.66 

3.80 

3.35 

1 





ElBE 

3,743 

2,412 

2,219 

3,781 

2.66 

3.69 

299 

1.72 

Late: 

IndiaTift - 

Iowa. 

Michigan_ 

New York. 

Ohio. 

Oregon. 

Pennsylvania.—. 

Utah. 

Washington 

Wisconsin. 

Total. i 

1,610 
2,690 
6,940 
4,300 
4,370 
10^600 
2; 870 
1,610 
7,900 
2,840 

1,640 
2,770 
7,320 
4,390 
4,280 
9,460 
2^900 
1,610 
7,600 
2,840 

1,360 
2,700 
7,000 
4,600 
8,100 
9,930 
2,670 
1,610 
7,880 
2,900 

1 

119 

172 

861 

378 

310 

693 

261 

106 

629 

268 

67 

166 

466 

386 

164 

667 

206 

106 

838 

145 

112 

176 

695 

492 

208 

695 

248 

60 

628 

200 

1 

8.10 

4.30 

4.30 

4.10 

3.10 
3.60 
3.36 
2.90 
2.90 
3.60 

3.8d 

4.55 

4.66 

4.66 

4.66 

8.36 

8.80 

2.90 

3.60 

4.80 

7 

i $ 

1.60 

210 

1.45 

1.86 

1.90 

1.08 

1.76 

1.80 

L60 

1.80 

46,430 

44,400 



8,187 

2,680 

mim 


3.65 



L66 

Grand total.— 

200,160 

176,660 



13,456 

9,534 

11,322 

13,674 


|g| 


1.94 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 

i Includes undetermined quantities used for canning, cold pack, etc. 

* 21-quart orates containing approximately 36 pounds. 
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Table 243. — Strawberries: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin, 1928-1938 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from officials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in cor lots 
include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 

1 Crop movement is for calendar year, except Florida, which begins in December of the preceding year. 
* Prefiminary. 


Table 244. — Tomatoes: United States commercial production, imports and exports, 

annual, 1928-1982 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production figures based on returns from crop reporters and canning 
establishments; imports and exports compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the Unitea 
States, June issues. 

1 Indudes “otherwise prepared.” 
i January-J une, 1024 
























































































Table 245. — Tomatoes^ commercial crop: Acreage, production, and price per bushel or ton, 1929-19S3 
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Seasonal form price 

I 

s 


gSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSE:: 

aa^^E^QdoS.^o6o^a»a»oSt^o6.jo£t<:^e» 

10.07 

IS. 31 

1931 

DoUf. 

2.39 

2.15 

1.29 

LOl 

.80 

1.00 

1.76 

o 

rA 

gssssssgsssgssgsggg 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ vH 1^ ^ ^ tH 

08 TT 

?3 

1 

^gsgsass 

s 

1.64 

^ S s5 ^ 5^ ti s; 55 d ^ ri s! 

16.05 

M 

e5 

1929 

DolU. 

2.67 

3.00 

2.48 

2.16 

1.54 

1.11 

1.95 

1.84 

ssssssssssssssgsssg 

i^as^Ei^^Els^s^s;S;^5S£isds3^ 

15.25 

S 

S5 

Production 

i 

1 "*■" 

i 

? 

|g§§iiiig§§§g§iii§§§ 

|s‘f8's‘fs‘adsf:#9's'^ds's‘^s^ 

1,141,000 

— 

*1,056,060 

T1 

i 

.S ci'cO'^off 

1 " 

>>s 

s 

s 

i§igi§i§§gi§§§§g§i§§ 
1 a 8‘sf ^s*3S'^ 

076,500 


1930 

1 “ 

1 

M 

|§§g§§i§§g§§§§§§g§g§ 

1 


§ 

1929 


g 

|g§g§i§§§g§§§g§§§§g§ 

■Ba‘|S'^gS'*’8'^S§W83^S‘S§sf 

1 

§ 

r-T 

I 

1 

of 

1 

i 

tH 

siiiigii 

163,960 

g§ii§§i§§§i§il§§§§g 

o ^ »H »rj o ^ ^ tf? odo 04* CO 

274,670 

438,630 

1931 

Acret 

6,570 

8,300 

28.700 

39,050 

39,120 

30,340 

7,600 

1 

§§ii§§§i§i§igg§§g§i 

296,120 

§ 

1930 

si§§i§i§ 

156,350 

§§i§§§§i§§§§i§§giii 

gfttS'oicerg^^og ^00 gJc4‘oo 

407,950 

g 

1 

Acres 

6,300 

14,700 

29,400 

26,790 

32,630 

26,920 

8,360 

143,090 

13.600 
33.000 

8,420 

10.950 

59,840 

5,440 

1,090 

4,570 

20^940 

13,500 

44,000 

18,000 

6,400 

9,200 

22.600 
2,030 
6,180 

41,680 

6,380 

823,720 

466,810 

Utilization, marketing season, and State 

1 

U 

Early (sec. 11. 

Early (sec. 2).. 

Second early... 

Intermediate..-. 

lAte (sec. 1)... 

Late (sec. 2). 

i 

■‘or manufiooture: 

New York.. 

New Jersey.. 

Pennsylvania___ 

Ohio. 

Indiana.... 

Illinois............._—— ............. 

Michigan. 

Iowa... 

Missouri. 

Delaware_ 

Maryland. 

Virginia. 

Kentucky. 

Tennessee. 

Arkansas..._ 

Colorado. 

Utah.. 

CaUfomia----— 

Other States*. 

« 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

• 

1 

1 

1 

1 

• 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

f 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

t 

Grand total.-. 


163060®—33-36 


2 

I 


1 Bushels oontaininff approxhualely 66 pounds. , ... ^ , - a i. a j 

* Indudes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 75,000 bushels in 1930; 70,000 bushels in 1931, and 635,000 bushels m 1932. Price refers to harvested 

^^^Sith^Steles include Alabama, Connecticut, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Nebraska, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Orogofa, South Carolina, Texas, 
Washington, West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 
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Table 246. — Tomatoes: Car-lot shipments, hy State of origin, 19B1-19SS 


Calendar year ^ 


State 

1921 

1922 

1023 

1924 

1926 


1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1031 

10323 


Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Ctors 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

New York. 


1,902 

1,261 

954 

mmm 

656 

951 

1,112 

HE] 

614 

774 

281 

New Jersey. 

2,121 

1,930 

1,648 

2,160 

1,907 


1,329 

678 

604 

842 

52 

17 

Ohio_ 

411 

558 

056 


1,286 

1,065 

1.125 

926 

mKmm 


UMt] 

960 

Tn/Uftnft., _ __ 

662 

1,332 

1,186 

1,479 

1,889 

1,514 

1,132 

799 

1,631 

2,217 

683 

279 

TTIiTinte. _ 

166 


m 


639 

422 


240 

237 

316 

339 

139 

Maryland_ 

110 


271 

66 

313 

260 

686 

613 

775 

554 

373 

856 


91 


44 

167 

379 

454 

360 

277 

488 

243 

166 

63 

■KToTtV* P-ftTnUTlfl. 

1 



8 


12 

21 

8 

2 

118 

168 

162 

Soutii Carolina.. 

69 


431 

421 

5^ 

440 

187 

161 

348 

461 

348 

235 


6,786 

10,245 

9,760 

9,140 

7,188 

4,^1 

9,737 

8,491 


6,495 

5,435 

6,284 


23 

47 

9 

38 

104 

281 

240 

889 

KSSl 

318 

217 

228 

Tennessee- 

Ksa 

920 


986 

1,393 

2,374 

2,016 

2,769 

2,317 

2,496 


2,026 

Mississippi- 

1,946 

3,441 

2,144 

3,776 

3,149 

3,492 


3,230 

4,099 

3,451 

2,683 

2,869 

Texas. 


1,893 

1,084 

1,694 

2,398 


3,393 

4,435 

5,338 

7,646 

8,774 

4,056 

Colorado. 

38 

94 

128 

77 

195 

27 

20 


55 

138 

105 

67 

Utah. 


378 

369 


1,467 

272 

883 

899 


342 

323 

197 

Washington- 

19 

58 

21 

33 

86 

35 

95 

143 

215 

336 

252 

78 

Califonua_ 

1,819 

2,349 

3,293 

2,789 

2,961 

4,440 


4,476 

4,241 

5,458 

8,403 

4,302 

Other States.... 

718 

871 

612 

1,408 

1,418 


860 

706 

mm 

726 

273 

503 

Total. 

17,416 

26,717 

23,967 

B 

28,254 

B 

32,664 


32,202 

33,578 

27,846 



Bureau of Agricoltural EconomiGS. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureaa 
from officials and local a^ts of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car lots 
include those by boat reduced to oar-lot basis. Shipments by truck not included. 


1 Figures for Florida, Texas, and California include shipments for months preceding or following the reg¬ 
ular crop-movement season. 

* Preliminary. 

Table 247. — Tomatoes, canned: Pack ^ in the Vnited States, 1923-1931 


Season 


fiiaie 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931 


1,000 

1,000 







1,000 


cases 

eases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

eases 

cases 

New York.. 

266 

325 

389 



261 

329 

467 

497 

New Jersey-. 

412 

186 

418 


254 

95 

257 

366 

144 

Pennsylvania__ 

258 

150 

338 

118 

167 

96 

122 

151 

100 

Ohio. 

174 

133 

179 


189 

124 

163 

429 

304 

Indiana_ 

717 

1,050 

1,955 


1,131 

613 

1,134 


1,192 

Missouri. 

839 

871 

1,836 

895 


396 

622 


519 


1,216 

803 

1,272 


827 

325 

851 

765 

340 

Maryland. 

Virgmia *_ 

5,722 

3,825 

6,175 


3,671 



3,770 

1,710 

963 

1,116 

1,138 

672 

1,059 

466 

918 

818 

508 

Kentucky__ 

59 

136 

275 


263 

111 

167 

161 

161 

Tennessee.-. 

176 

386 

382 

280 

368 

160 

297 

518 

314 

Arkansas >__ 

270 

708 

1,168 

558 

678 

613 



701 

Colorado *._ 

182 

180 


183 

127 

158 

195 

293 

227 

Utah_ 

584 

417 1 

1,353 

235 

702 

924 

768 

788 

1,028 

California_ 

2,397 

1,767 

1,839 

2,347 

2,257 

1,991 

2,812 

3,460 

804 

Other States- 

437 

406 

744 

380 

459 

487 

701 

875 

844 

United States_ 

H672 



0,455 

13,137 

8,539 

14,145 

16,998 

9,573 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from National Ganners’ Association, 1923-1926; Bureau 
of Census, 1927-1929; beginning 1990, Foodstuff Division, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 
Data for 1932 not available. 


1 Stated in oases of 24 No. 8 cans. 

»Includes West Virginia. 

* Previous to 1923, induded in Other States.” 
4 Includes Washington. 
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Table 248.— Walnuts: Production and value^ Colifomia, 192S-19S2 


Item 

1923 

1924 

1926 

1926 

1927 

1028 

1929 

1930 

1931 

19321 

Production.short tons.. 

Averatio price per ton, crop- 
marketing season.—dollars.. 
Farm value, basis average 
nrico crop-marketing season 

25,000 



IBSI 

Wm 




29,000 

44,000 

■ 

■ 

■ 

480 


R 

320 




^ .1,000 dolls— 



15,840 




12,480: 


H 

9,768 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 


1 Preliminary. 


Table 249.— Watermelons^ commercial crop: Acreage^ production^ and price per 

IfiOO melons1929-1982 


Marketing season 

Acreage 

Production 

Seasonal farm price per 
1,000 melons 

1929 



1932 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1032 

1929 

1030 

1031 

1932 

Early-—-. 

Second early. 

Late. 

Total--. 

Acres 
48,000 
132,280 
36,310 

Acres 

4Z,m 

147,290 

45,000 

B 

i 

I 

i 


1 

1 

DoUs 

190 

88 

129 

DoUs. 

150 

82 

91 


216,590 

235,490 

238,820 

232,840 

70,050 

»82,401 

>76,509 

> 60,520 

173 

116 

101 

SO 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates based upon returns from crop reporters. 


1 Approximately 1,000 melons per car. 

a Includes some quantities not harvested on account of market conditions, 5,677,000 melons in 1030; 
3,125,000 melons in 1931; and 8,003,000 melons in 1932. Price refers to harvested portion of crop. 

Table 250.— Watermelons: Car-lot shipmentst United States^ 1923-1932 


Crop-movement season i 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from nffi ptak and local scents of common carriem throughout the country. Shipments as shown in car lot s 
include those by boat reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not mcluded. 

1 Crop-movement season extends from Apr. 1 through November of a given year, 
s Reported as shipped In January. 

3 Preliminary, 
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Table 261.— Watermelons: Car-lot shipments, by State of origin, 192$-19SS i 


924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932S 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily and monthly reports received by the bureau 
from ol&cials and local agents of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown in oar lots 
include tho<^e by boat reduced to cardot basis. Sliipments by truck not included. See Table 250 for XJnited 
States totals. 

1 Crop-movement season extends from Apr. 1 through November of a given year. 

> Preliminary. 

3 Includes 2 cars reported as shipped in January. 

Table 252.— Watermelons, Tom Watson: Price per car to jobbers, Chicago and 

New York, 19U-1^S2 i 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from daily market reports from bureau representatives 
in the various markets. Average prices as shown are based on stock of good merchantable quality and 
condition; they are simply averages of daQy range of selling prices. 

I Quotations are for southeastern, 22 to 26 pound average. 

* Auction sales. 

3 Thurmond Gray. 

* Less than 10 quotations. 


Table 253 .—Frozen and preserved fruits: Coldrstorage holdings, t92S-24 to 

1932-SS 
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Table 264 .—Fruits and vegetables: Unloads of 18 commodities at 12 markets, in 
car lots, 1981 and 1932 and total 1924-1932 


Commodity 
and calendar 
year 

New 

York 

Chi- 
, cago 

ill 

Boston 

De¬ 

troit 

Pitts¬ 

burgh 

St. 

Louis 

Los 

1 An¬ 
geles 

Cleve¬ 

land 

|g 

Cin- 

cinnati 


Apples: 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Oars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Oars 

1931. 

11,470 

6,103 

2,349 

1,769 

2,242 

2,060 

564 

8,650 

1,101 

351 

952 

6S2 

1932. 

9,776 

4,03b 

2,158 

2,030 

1,459 

1,641 

868 

3,548 

817 

j 262 

1,165 

659 

Cabbage: 


1,963 

2,928 

1,398 








1931_ 

6,767 

4,426 

899 

1,217 

1,409 

ISl 

684 

i 1,468 

665 

3 

1932- 

1,456 

2,234 

977 

6531 

1,166 

1,307 

14 

477 


592 

13 

Cantaloupes:^ 

2,942 

2,217 



i 





1931. 

9,184 

2,332 

1,972 

1,828 

1,141, 

1,647 

802 

380 

1,078 

627 

647 

500 

1932. 

7,433 

1,818 

790 

1,192 

673 

168 

839 

441 

608 


Celery: 

1,500 

1,639 


1 

1 






1931.! 

4,177 

819 

824 

882 

666 

86 

403 

714 

385 

344 

1932_ 

3,935 

1,144 

1,677 

826 

608 

803 

652 

56 

417 

821 

8S4 

334 

Grapefruit: I 

2,143 










1931_1 

7,347 

1,624 

1,636 

1,087 

728 

638 

159 

796 

602 

512 

393 

1932_ 

4,943 

1,891 

1,310 

998 

734 

607 

566 

20 

656 

468 

426' 

330 

Grapes: 










i 


1931_ 

11,637 

3,213 

2,647 

3,244 

899 

1,722 

641 

56 

619 

461 

417 

2,060 

1932_ 

12,963 

2,729 

2,696 

3,268 

643 

1,366 

605 

65 

489 

453 

310 

2,365 

Lemons: 


1,241 










1931.' 

8,091 

838 

640 

6L5 

604 

495 


405 

510 

431 

343 

1932. 

2,866 

1,068 

795 

683 

454 

396 

421 

8 

348 

487 

424 

249 

Lettuce: 

4,341 

3,162 









1931. 

8,771 

1,942 

1,662 

1,259 

1,344 

% 

1,127 

849 

652 

294 

1932_ 1 

8,019 

3,915 

3,159 

1.924 

1,430 

1,210 

1,340 

296 

1,179 

881 

685 

298 

Onions: 

1,897 











, 1931- 

6,764 

2,161 

1,877 


934 

853 

862 

631 

609 

450 

901 

1932_ 

6,057 

1,738 

1,993 

1,927 

966 

1,033 

879 

399 

656 

610 

386 

530 

1931_! 

19,040 

6,323 

6,646 

5,661 

2,851 

2,336 

1,701 


2,191 

1,802 

1,454 

1,167 

1932_ 1 

17,607 

6,128 

6,444 

6,656 

2,656; 

2,094 

1,704 

43 

2,123 

1,742 

1,687 

647 

Peaches: i 




1 


669* 



1931_ 

6,630 

2,901 

1,220 

1,474 

1,632 

950 

455 


878 

312 

837 

444 

1932_ 

2»314 

782 

396 

771 

450^ 

469 

290 

233 

262 

127 

447 : 

432 

Pears: 





1 



299 




1931_ 

6,667 

1,364 

m 

707 

371 

433 

149 

491 

242 

127 

456 

1932. 

4,636 

974 

876 

620 

259 

436 

189 

288 

192 

266 

158 

263 

Plums and 
prunes, fresh: 





1 



116 


70 


1931. 

1,674 

436 

303 

226 

145 

100 

64 

42 

60 

19 

1932_ 

Potatoes: 

1931_ 

1,776 

627 

819 

262, 

144 

86 

165 

46| 

108 

91 

86 

16 

2a 368 

16,408 

7,637 

7,898' 

a 673 

3,999 

4,647 

6,429; 

3,900^ 


3,178 

8,651 

1932 _ 

17,296 

14,779 

a 125 

8,024, 

3,391 

3,211 

4,346 

a 897 

2^631 

a 929 

2,738 

3,810 

Strawberries: i 








411 

182 

484 


1931. 

1,869 

1,371 

439 

853 

077 

889 

289 

89 

9 

1932. 

1,497 

1,209 

894 

897 

704 

871 

286 

219 

463 

113 

471| 

18 

Sweetpotatoes: 








581* 

536 


1931. 

1,121 

1,639 

286 

879 

779 

904 

164 

205 

660 

86 

1932. 

Tomatoes: 

1931. 

764 

1,339 

100 

919 

746 

868 

81 

199 

676 

464 

561 

26 

a 692 

2,586 

1,860 

1,787 

1,146 

1,832 

689 

417 

265 

916 

450 

330 

1932. 

Watermelons: | 
1931_ 

C,931 

2,269 

2,007 

1,904 

988 

1,259 

696 

688 

201 

984 

478 

234 

3,632 

2,806 

1,643 

692 

1,354 

862 

1,728 

1,966 

1,079 

1,897 


406 

1932_ 

2,798 

1,859 

1,222 

647 

828 

622 

1,043 

1,680 

644 

1,257 

797 

346 

Total: * i 







1%843 




122,744 

6a079 

67,782 

36,874 

32,937 

13,689 

21,124 

14,384 

14,976 

ia082 

12,278 

11,516 

1925_ i 

125,609 

^229 

3an9 

17.980 

20,116 

16,181 

16,164 

16,641 

11,977 

11,785 

13,095 

1926_ 

128,667 

69,349 

36,383 

8a613 

20,663 

21,075 

la 278 

ia214 

lasso 

12,072 

21,976 

14,121 

1927_! 

139,463 

64,617 

35,970 

36,588 

22,679 

21,434 

16,523 

16,012 

17,136 

16.826 

12,634! 

12,213 

14,648 

1928_ 

140,142 

65,406 

84,005 

38,773 

23,872 

21,688 

15,699 

ia430| 

12,3971 

12,424 

14,202 

1929_ 

141,634 

64,141 

38,180 

37,582 

27,918 

26,010 

17,452 

17,817 

17,913 

13,309 

13,019 

12,066 

1930_ 

137|e86 

61,982 

41,590 

34,860 

2a 287 

25,450 

17,881 

18,039 

16,651 

15.356 

14,126 

13,387 

12,068 

1931_ 

133,681 

61,325 

39,442 

35,369 

26,647 

22,148 

17,077 

16,616 


14,739 

13,767 

1932_ 

1 

iiaoo4 

6a 062 

34,718 

33,966 

17,797 

ia7i8 

15,729 

13,717 

12,967 

ia674 

12,182| 

10,967 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from dally reports made by Goxnmou carriers to bureau 
representatives in the various markets. Unloads as shown in car lots include those by boat and less than 
car lots reduced to car-lot basis. This table not comparable with table pubUshed in fonner Yearbooks. 


1 Includes Honeydews and other miscellaneous melons, 
a Totals include: W24-1926, 16 commodities; beginning 1927, 18 commodities. 
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TABiiE 255 .—Fruits and vegetables: Unloads of truck receipts of specified commod¬ 
ities in seven marketst in car-lot equivalents^ 19S1 and 19S2 


Commodity and year 

Boston 

Denver 

Los 

Angeles 

New 

York 

Phila¬ 

delphia 

Salt Lake 
City 

San Fran¬ 
cisco 

Apples: 

Cars 

Cars 

Cats 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

1931. 

1,568 

17 

266 


1,853 

124 

373 

1932. 

1,661 

65 

430 



152 

411 

Beans, snap: 








ion _ _ _ _ 


45 

983 

1.676 1 

1,036 

50 

263 

1932. 

671 

90 

in 


1,203 

48 

206 

Cabbage: 








1931. 

609 

97 


1,771 

691 

76 

322 

1932. 

659 

117 

1,314 

3,522 

1,023 

75 

298 

Cantaloupes:' 








1931. 

2 

173 

2,331 

829 

1,173 

204 

496 

1932. 

4 

183 

2,351 

1,305 

1,646 

201 

630 

Carrots: 








1931 __ __ - 


59 

1,980 

965 

474 

136 

352 

1932. 


146 

2,147 

847 

641 

86 

432 

Celery: 








1931. 


160 

2,469 

742 

265 

94 

399 

1932. 


170 



438 

87 

535 

Com, green: 

■IlH 







1031 __ _ _ _ 


190 


2.901 

2,020 

74 

341 

1932. 

786 

164 

1,264 


2,012 

87 

377 

Cucumbers: 








1031 _ _ 


53 

460 

775 

404 

61 

72 

1932. 

246 

63 

464 

822 

431 

52 

88 

Grapes: 








1931. 

36 

0 

1,456 

205 

222 

26 

325 

1932. 

72 

7 

1,898 

188 

206 

51 

402 

Lettuce: > 








1931. 

1,054 

206 

3,415 

1,214 

412 

110 

1,300 

1932. 

1,067 

237 

4,070 

1,603 

353 

160 

1,439 

Onions: 








1931. 

83 

62 

565 

1,519 

212 

85 

49 

1932. 

170 

61 

709 

1,626 

233 

98 

92 

Peaches: 








1931. 

25 

0 

1,446 

1,833 

1,824 

126 

354 

1932. 

120 

3 

1,617 

1,992 

1,514 

149 

424 

Pears: 








1931. 


0 

504 

222 

45 

18 

133 

1932. 

67 

9 

407 

383 

120 

! 

124 

Peppers: 






I 


1031 __ 


52 


1,152 

541 

32 

130 

1932. 


112 

361 

1,407 

617 

30 

125 

Plums and prunes: 








1931. 


0 

267 

5 

2 

24 

71 

1032 _ _ 



323 

36 

27 

32 

76 

Potatoes: 




1931. 




4,679 

3,671 

674 

269 

1932. 



1,577 

5,668 

4,706 

511 

169 

Spinach: 








1931. 

OQQ 


1,148 

1,726 


54 

434 

1932. 

883 


1,343 


949 

60 

478 

Strawberries: 








1931. 

160 


628 



68 

286 

1932. 

270 


827 


1,353 

141 

386 

Sweetpotatoes: 








1931. 

0 


625 



1 1 

149 

1032 _ __ 

1 


515 


2,123 

2 

163 

Tomatoes: 




1931. 

376 

109 

2,7« 

1,917 

1.474 

225 

667 

1932. 

653 

125 

3,342 

2,652 


214 

744 

Watermelons: 








1931. 

0 

17 

763 

17 

328 

66 

23 


BBS 

32 

572 

43 

479 

53 

52 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made by bureau representatives in the 
various markets. 


1 Includes Oasabas, Honeydews, Honey Balls, etc. 


9 Includes Bomaine. 
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TabijB 256*— Beam, dry, edible: ^ Acreage, 'production, value, exports, etc,. United 
States, 1899,1909, 1914-1982 


Year 

Acreage 

har¬ 

vested 

Average 
yield per 
acre 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Price per 
bag of 100 
pounds 
received 
by pro¬ 
ducers, 
Deo. 1^ 

Form 
value, 
basis 
Dec. 1 
farm 
price 

Whole¬ 

sale 

price at 
Chicago 3 

Imports, 
year be¬ 
ginning 

Domestic 
exports, 
year be¬ 
ginning 

July *5 






1,000 



1,000 


t,000 acres 

Pounds 


Dollars 

dollars 

Dollars 

bushels 

bushels 

1J19Q .. 

kU 

669. S 

S,0S8 



1.23 

0) 


19(VQ .. 

M 

SkO.r 

6,751 



2 27 



1914 

875 

79 I 4 

6,951 


26,213 

1.33 

906 


1016 . 

928 

667.3 

6,193 


261771 

1.91 

663 


1916. 

1,107 


61429 


54,686 

2.64 

3,748 


1917. 

1,821 

628.7 

9 ; 627 

10.84 

104,360 

5.45 

4.146 

1,617 

1918. 

1,744 

698.5 


8.80 

91,863 

6.89 


4,489 

1019 _ 

i,m 

m.o 

8,447 






1919. 

1,077 

762.0 

H,m 

|||||nE^ 

61,203 

4.75 

3,806 

mmUM 

1920. 

918 

C61.8 

6,042 


26,179 

4.06 

824 

1 ,216 

1921. 

861 


6,086 


23,767 

2.77 

620 

1,100 

1922. 

1,129 

699.8 

7,901 

6.16 

40,797 

4.48 

2,623 

692 

1923. 

1,322 

726.2 

9,887 

6.26 

50,382 

4.22 

880 

675 

1924. 

1,682 

687.7 

0,298 

6.10 

47,416 

3.28 

1,421 

549 

1926. 

1,614 

728.6 

11,760 

4.87 

57,263 

3.70 

1,271 

676 

1926. 

1,611 


10,410 

4.87 

60,731 

2 97 

1,051 

529 

1927. 

1,460 

629.0 

9,120 

4.80 

43,749 

8 3.31 

2,466 

427 

1928. 

1,536 

642.7 

9,866 

6.91 

68,164 ! 

6.40! 

1,605 

316 

1920 _ _ __ 

® U 746 

699.4 

18,919 






1929. 

1,836 

666.7 

12:240 


1179,318 

A 86 

2,934 

296 

1980. 

2,110 

658.8 


W4.21 

1166,777 

8.98 

1,386 

271 

1931. 

1,883 

672.4 

12,662 

W2.14 

11 25,477 

2.72 

222 

158 

lOM 13 . 

1,348 

748.9 

10,095 

w 1.73 

11 16,682 

1.48 










Bureau of Acrioultuial Eoonomlos. Italic fifuires are census returns; census figures include all States; 
other figures, estimates of Crop Reporting Board, principal producing States only, revised, 1919 to 1928. 
See inti^uctory text. 

1 Table includes, besides tho ordinary edible beans and Limas, the Blackeye of California which is identi* 
cal with the blackeyed pea of the South, Soybeans not included, 
a Farm prices are as of Nov. 15,1914-1924. _ , , 

8 Prices 1899 and 1909 from Chicago Board of Trade annual reports, quotations for navy, good to choice; 
1914-1932 from Daily Trade Bulletin, pea beans (quoted per 100 pounds; converted to bushel of 60 pounds). 

^ Imports and exports compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1910-1917; Foreign 
Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1918; Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the 
United States, Juno issues, 1919-1926; January and June issues, 1927-1932; and official records of the Bureau 
of Foreign and Domestic Oommeiee. 

8 Not separately reported prior to 1918. 

8 Bags of 100 pounds. Computed from bushels of 60 pounds. 

7 Not separately reported. 

811 months. 

* Aereace grown alone. 

10 Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

Based on weight^ average price for crop marketing season. 

1* Prdiminary. 
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Table 267. — Beans, dry, edible: ^ Acreage, yield, 'production, and weighted average 
price, by States, averages, and annual 19S1 and 19S2 


State 

Acreage harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Weighted 
average 
price per 
bag of100 
pounds, 
crop mar¬ 
keting sea¬ 
son 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

1932 2 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1919- 

1928 

1931 

1932 

Aver¬ 

age, 

1924- 

1928 

1931 

1932 • 


1932 


1,000 






1,000 



Dol- 

Dol- 


acres 

acres 

acres 

Lbs, 

Lbs, 

Lbs. 

bags^ 


bags* 

lars 

lars 

Maine.-. 

6 

10 

8 

•876 

840 

780 

51 


62 

4.40 

3.60 

Vermont. 

4 

4 

3 

•672 

600 

570 

25 


17 

4.10 

3.20 

New York__ 

109 

120 

114 

814 

1,080 

760 

810 


855 

2.30 

1.70 

Michigan..! 

525 

614 

479 

707 

540 

888 

3,611 

8,316 

4,254 

1.80 

1.10 

Wisconsin. 

9 

7 

6 

517 

210 

890 

45 

17 

23 

2.80 


Minnesota. 

7 

7 

7 

618 

390 

360 

46 

27 

25 

3.50 


Nebraska.... 

5 

14 

14 

520 

450 

720 

26 

63 

101 

3.20 

1.90 

Kansas. __ 


9 

7 


330 

360 


30 

25 

2.80 

1 80 

Montana. 

25 

37 

24 

• 823 

960 


219 

355 

259 

1.80 

L30 

Idaho.. 

84 

178 

93 

957 

1,170 

1,140 

875 

2,083 

1,060 

1. 70 

1.30 

Wyoming. 

15 

37 

18 

697 

1,020 


114 

377 

162 

1.70 

1.60 

Colorado.. -. 

342 

342 

178 

356 

245 

180 

973 

838 

320 

1.40 

1.60 

New Mexico... 

150 

161 


382 

400 

250 

566 

014 

408 

1.60 

1.80 

Arizona.. 

6 

8 

8 

438 

420 

460 

28 

34 

36 

8.10 

2.90 

Oregon_ 


1 

1 


720 

460 


7 

4 

3.80 

9 on 

Oamomia_ 

wm 

334 

225 

904 

1,038 

taiial 



2,484 

2.90 


United States_ 

1,558 

1,883 

1,348 

678.0 




12,662 

10,095 

2.14 

L73 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 


1 Table includes, besides the ordinary edible beans and Limas, the Blackeye of OaUfomia which is iden¬ 
tical with the blackeyed pea of the South. Soybeans not included. 

> Preliminary, 
s Bags of lOQ pounds. 

* 5-year average. 

« 7-year average. 


Table 258. — Beans, dry, edible:^ Product'f'on by varieties, 100-pound hags, United 

States, 1929-1932 


Year 

Pea 

White 

Mar¬ 

row 

Great 

North¬ 

ern 

YeUow 

Eye 

White 

Kid¬ 

ney 

Bed 

Kid¬ 

ney* 

SmEdl 

Bed 

Pinto 

Pink 

1929 _ _ 

B 

1,000 

bags 

135 

1,000 

bags 

1,763 
2,114 
2,062 
1,126 

1,000 

bags 

104 

1,000 

bags 

42 

1,000 

bags 

418 

1,000 

bags 

895 

1,000 
bags 
2,303 
3,115 
1,411 
753 

1,000 

bags 

644 

19.39 __ _ . 

2,838 

3,738 

4,631 

166 

81 

39 

345 

520 

6 S0 

1931. 

277 

144 

117 

610 

356 

605 

510 

19323 _ 

92 

76 

53 

266 

536 




Year 

Small 

White 

Large 

White 

Stand¬ 

ard 

T.imR 

Baby 

Lima 

Black¬ 

eye 

Cran¬ 

berry 

Bayo 

Other • 

Total 


416 

21 

987 

486 

696 

516 

107 

12 

550 

703 

491 

g 


489 

24 

1,102 

1,064 

872 

852 

120 

147 

16 

20 


429 


663 

459 


226 


322 

276 

71 

3 

443 



HI 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based upon reports by growers on proportion of total production 
made up of each variety, supplemented by investigations of field statisticians. 

1 Table includes, besides the ordinary edible beans and Limas, the Blackeye of Oalifomia, which is iden¬ 
tical with the blackeyed pea of the South. Soybeans not included. 

> Including Michigan production of BarkBed Eadney beans, 69 in 1930,76 in 1931 and 85 in 1932. 
•Preliminary. 

• Including garden or seed beans in Idaho, Wyoming, and Colorado. 
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Table 269.— Beans, dry edible:^ Production in specified countries, hags of 100 
pounds, average 1921-22 to 1925-26, annual 1929-80 to 1932-38 


Country 


Canada. 

United States. 

Mexico.. 

England and Wales- 

Scsotland. 

Netherlands. 

France. 

Italy 


^rmany —--- 
Czechoslovakia. 

Austria. 

Hungary.. 

Yugoslavia. 

Buniania. 

Bulgaria. 

Greece- 

Japan ®. 

Ohosen- 

Brazil--- 

Chile. 

Madagascar.—. 


Total countries reporting, all periods.. 
Total, all countries. 


Average, 

1921-22 

tol926-2G 


736 


2,600 

3,787 

76 

327 

2,410 

2,345 


273 

162 

810 

*1,748 

4,681 

1,055 

*176 

1,613 

*116 

*12,519 


31,513 


1929-30 


1,000 bags 
896 
12,210 
2,094 
2,462 


2,249 

3,468 


272 

247 

272 

1,023 

2,068 

6,711 

1,121 

139 

2,156 

89 

14,536 

1,691 

380 


36,446 

66,947 


1930-01 


\l,000 bags 
883 
13,900 
1,774 

3.118 
76 

429 

3.119 
3,490 
3,631 

255 

214 

276 

1,017 

3,352 

4.476 

1,364 

169 

2,919 

103 

14,868 

1,408 


40,191 

61,054 


1931-32 


\l,000 bags 
' 782 

12,663 
2,870 
2,690 
50 
397 
3,284 
2,692 
3,427 
240 
198 
246 
1,335 
2,205 
7,234 
1,917 
258 
1,485 
70 


1,454 

337 


40,016 


1932-33 


1,000 bags 
636 
10,005 
2,583 
2,647 
67 


2,287 

3,950 


204 
»262 
3 992 
3 2,205 
7,286 
81,786 


1,179 


851 


36,520 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources and International Institute of Agriculture except as 
otherwise stal^. Figures are for the harvesting seasons 1921 to 1932 in the Northern Hemisphere and 1921- 
22 to 1932-33 In the Southern Hemisphere. 

1 Exduding soy, mung, adzuki, broad, and horse beans and similar classes not commonly used as edible 
beans in the Cnited States. 

3 Preliminary. 

3 Unofficial estimate. 

1 4-year average. 

iProduction in Hokkaido Province, where most of the dry edible bean varieties are grown. 

3-year average. 


Table 260.— Beans, dry, edible: CarAot shipments, by State of origin, 1922-2S 

to 1931-32 


Crop movement season i 


state 

1922-23 

1923-24 

192^25 

1926-28 

1926-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1029-30 

1930-81 

1931- 

82» 


Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

Cars 

New York.. 

1,660 

1,969 


1,158 

916 

614 

889 

1,066 

961 

1,810 

Michigan. 

6,477 

8,383 

7,848 


8,699 

4,989 

6,383 

6,616 

6,046 

6,390 

Montana. 

44 

104 

124 

288 

280 

386 


733 

647 

400 

Idaho. 

3^1 

749 

1,336 

1,898 

1,437 

2,074 

1,973 

:^516 

2,671 

2,412 

Wynming 


9 

31 

82 

130 

252 

347 

1 677 

785 

497 

Colorado. 

427 

1,732 

■Mi 

2,927 

1,866 

1,711 

1,732 

2,347 

4,312 

1,873 

New Mexico. 

76 

146 

388 

170 

412 

608 

555 

1,750 

624 

857 

Callfomia. 

8,774 

2,961 

1,847 

2,658 

hehs 

3,261 


3,688 

2,850 

2,210 

Other States. 

46 

100 

134 

138 

114 

65 

122 

239 

357 

216 

Total. 

11,844 


14,924 

19,725 

17,287 


16,528 

18,422 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from monthly reports received by the bureau from local 
agenis of common carriers throughout the country. Shipments as shown In car lots indude those by boat 
reduced to car-lot basis. Shipments by truck not induded. 

1 Crop-movement season extends from September of one year through August of the following year. 

* Preliminary* 

3 Beginning September, 1932, shipments are reported in of 100 pounds each. Data indude all ship¬ 
ments originating at shipping points whether in oar lots or less than car lots, and the figures therefore will 
not be oomparable with those In this tiO^Ie, which are for car-lot shipments only. 
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Table 261. — Beans^ dry^ edible: Average pnce per 100 pounds^ 19SS—B4 to 1932—S3 
PEA (NEW York: and MiomaAN hand picked), boston i 



SMALL WHITE, SAN PRANOISCO * 


1923- 24. 

1924- 26. 

1926- 26. 
1920-27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 



LIMA, CALIFORNIA, NEW YORK i 



Bureau of Acricultural Economics. Compiled from tbe Boston Produce Market Report, weekly; San 
Francisco Commercial News, daily; and New York Producers Price Current, daily. See 1930 Year nook, 
pp. 791-796, for data for earlier years. 


1 Prices represent prevailing vedues of the commodity and grade specified, as indioated by sales from 
receivers to wholesale distributors. 

9 Quotations for shipment f. o. b. rail California. 


Table 262.— Soybeans: Production in specified countries, 1922-23 to 19S2-S3 


1922- 23. 

1923- 21. 

1924- 25. 

1926- 20. 

1928- 27. 

1927- 28. 
1938-29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 


Crop year 


United 

States 


C 



1,000 buiheli 1,000 bushels 1,000 bushels 1,000 bushels 1,000 bushels 
M,329 109.067 23,117 18,624 3,868 

*6,541 88,867 23,760 17,578 3,574 

*6,680 92,667 18,723 16,696 3,636 

*6,102 116,667 23,609 18,473 8,933 

*6,517 136,000 22,276 12,612 3,672 

*7,459 163,319 24,300 16,704 3,971 

8,688 177,804 19,610 15,239 4,303 

8,670 178,389 20,434 13,692 8,917 

12,217 193,664 22,989 16,681 4,693 

16,271 192,068 21,165 . 4,720 

13,246 *163,118 *22,293 . 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Complied from official sources. 

* Manchuria produces about 97 i)er cent of the soybean production of China. Production figures for 
China ore not available. 

* Subject to revision. 

* Preliminary. 
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Taslb 263.— Soybeans:^ Acreage, yield, prodwAion, and value, by States. 

mi and ms 


Value of 
total pro¬ 
duction 
(except 
hay), basis 
weighted 
average 
price for 
crop 

marketing 



Ohio. 

Indiana. 

Illinois. 

Michigan. 

Wisconsin. 

Iowa. 

Missouri. 

I TaTiRfls _ 

Delaware. 

Maryland. 

Virginia 
West Vlr 
North Caro¬ 
lina. 

South Caro¬ 
lina_ 

Georgia. 

Kentucky. 

Tennessee. 

Alabama. 

MississippL— 

Arkansas. 

Louisiana..... 
Oklahoma_ 


United States. 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 

1 Soybeans planted in com in Northern States not inohided. Eor Southern States such acreage is 
included reduced to its equivalent solid acreage. 

> Solid equivalent of acres from which the soybeans were gathered. 

* Soybeans grazed or hogged oft in Northern States not included. Eor Southern Stales such acreage is 
included. 

* Total production (except hay) multiplied by price to give total value. 

* PrsUnilnary. 

Table 264.— Soybeans: Estimated average price per bushel^ received by producers. 
United States, 1922^28 to 1932-38 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based upon returns from spedal price reporters. Monthly pri<^, 
by States, wei^ted by production to obtain a price for the United Btates; yearly price obtained by weight¬ 
ing monthly prices by estimated monthly marketings. Eor previous data see 1930 or earlier Yearbooks. 
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Table 265, —Soybeans and soybean oil: International trade, average 1925-1929, 

annual 1929^1931 

SOYBEANS 


Calendar year 


Country 


pkincipaIj exporting 

COX7NTRISS 

China 8. 

PRINCIPAL IMPORTING 
COX7NTBIES 

Germany. 

Japan. 

Denmark. 

Umted Kingdom_ 

Sweden. 


Netherlands.... 
Umted States 



6,808 3,433,823 6,289 5,010,888 5,240 3,671,079 


SOYBEAN OIL 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Offlcial sources except where otherwise noted. 

1 Preliminary. 

i These figures are for yellow beans, including mostly soybeans according to Agricultural Commissioner 
Paul 0. N^us. 

» 3-year average. 

* Imports for consumption. 

( Domestic exports of soybeans are not separately reported in Foreign Commerce and Navigation of the 
United States; if any, induded with exports of **oil3eeda.” Soybeans inspected for exports began in Octo¬ 
ber 1931, there being 7,978,800 pounds exported from October to December. 

A International Yearbook of Agrioulturm Statistics, 
f 4-year average. 
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Table 266 .—Soybeans for seed: Average wholesale selling price per hvshel at 
Baltimore and SU Lovis, 192S-1932 


Year 

Baltimore 

St. Louis 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Aver¬ 

age 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Aver¬ 

age 


Dolls, 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

1923. 

2.40 

2.40 

2.40 

2.30 

2.25 

2.35 

3.00 

2.85 

2.70 

2.70 

2.95 

284 

1924. 

KUiI 

2.40 



8.00 

2.62 

2.80 

2 80 

2.80 

2.80 

2.75 

2.79 

192.5. 

2.85 

2.96 

3.15 

2.95 

2.35 

2.85 

2.40 

2 40 

2 40 

2.25 

Wm 

2.31 



2.05 

2.10 

2.15 

2.75 

2.21 

2 15 

2.15 

2 30 

2 55 


2.41 

1927. 

1.80 

1.80 

1.80 

1.80 

1.85 

1.81 

2.70 

2 70 

2.40 

2.50 

2.70 

2.60 

1928. 

1.96 

1 90 

1.96 

1.95 

2 15 

1.98 

1.80 

1.80 

1.86 

2 00 

2.25 

1.94 

1929. 

2.25 

2.35 

2.40 

2.40 

2.70 

2.42 

2.55 

2.55 

2.60 

2.75 

2 85 

2.66 

1930. 

2.10 

2.10 

2.10 

2.25 

2.66 

2.24 

2.16 

2 25 

2.25 

2.25 

2 25 

2 23 

i931. 

2.25 

2.25 

2.25 

2.26 

2.25 

2.25 

1.80 

1.80 

1.80 

1.80 

1.95 

1.83 

1932. 

.90 

.00 

.90 

.90 

.85 

.89 

1.05 


.90 

.90 

.80 

.94 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from weekly reports to the bureau from seedsmen in 
the various markets. These prices are the average wholesale selling prices for high-quality seed. 


Table 267 .—Soybean oil: Quantity of beans crushed and quantity of crude oil 
produced^ 1922-23 to 19S1-S2 


Year beginning 
October 

Soybeans crushed 

Oil produced 

Oct.- 

Dec. 

Jan.- 

Mar. 

Apr.- 

June 

July- 

Sept. 

Total 

Oct.- 

Dec. 

Jan.- 

Mar. 

Apr.- 

June 

July- 

Sept. 

Total 

.. .. 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

1922-23. 

2,708 

3,876 

2,350 

594 

9,528 

364 

768 

272 

78 

1,482 

1923-24. 

2,230 

3,232 

564 

102 

6,128 

286 

388 

72 

13 

759 

1924-25. 

3,550 

7,478 

3,038 

4,336 

18,402 

477 

870 

860 

562 

2,269 

1925-26. 

5,486 

7,746 

7,460 

358 

21,040 

728 

990 

874 

46 

2,638 

1926-27. 

6,132 

6,804 

6,032 

2,104 

20,072 

736 

862 

776 

286 

2,659 

1927-28. 

8,788 

10,278 

8,792 

5,654 

83,512 

1,164 

1,289 

1,132 

789 

4,374 

1928-29. 

11,480 

21,190 

9,666 

10,560 

52,896 

1,506 

3,046 

1,277 

1,466 

7,286 

1929-30. 

39,658 

25,288 

20,716 

14,324 

99,986 

5,231 

3,343 

2,905 

1,945 

13,424 

1930-31. 

48,546 

64,824 

77,346 

58,432 

244,148 

6,194 

9,107 

ia996 

8,391 

34,688 

1931-32. 

77,606 

101,834 1 

j 

65,488 

38,570 

283,498 

10,655 

14,629 

9,267 

5,405 

39,946 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of the Bureau of the Census, Animal and 
vegetable fats and oils. 


Table 268 .—Soybean oil, domestic, crude: Wholesale price per pound, in barrels^ at 
New York, by mordhs, 1923-1932 ^ 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 


Dec. 



Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923. 

11.19 

11.09 

12.62 

13.12 

13.12 

12.62 

11.88 

11.62 

1L62 


ILOO 

11.38 

1924.. 

11.62 


12.60 

11.76 

12.38 

12.00 

12188 

12.50 

12.75 

12.25 

13.12 

13.38 

1926. 

13 25 

13.25 

13.25 

13.38 

13.38 

13.38 

18.38 

13.38 

13.38 

13.38 

13.38 

13.38 

1928. 

13.38 

13.38 

13.38 

13.38 

13.38 

13.60 

1100 

1100 

1100 


13.00 


1927. 

12.00 

12.12 

12 L12 

12.12 

12.38 

12.12 

12.12 

12.12 

12.12 

12.12 

12.12 

12.12 

1928. 

12.12 

12.12 

12.12 

12.12 

12.12 

12.38 

12.38 

12.38 

12.38 

12.38 

12.88 

12.38 

1929. 

12.38 

12.38 

12.38 

12.00 

11.76 

11.76 

11.76 

IL12 

IL12 


13.00 

12.50 

1930. 

11.76 


10.72 

10.40 

10.64 

10.80 

10.72 

ia38 

la 18 

9.30 

a50 

8.30 

1931. 

0.60 


6.70 

6.86 

6.50 

6.50 

6.50 

6.40 

5.76 

Kioi 

176 

138 

1932. 

1 

4.09 

3.85 

3.85 

3.85 

3.76 

3.50 

3.50 

3.50 

3.50 

8.70 

8,65 

3.50 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from the Oil, Paint, and Drug Reporter. See 1930 
Yearbook, p. 798, Table 300, for data for earlier years. 

1 Prior to 1930, prices are for the Saturday nearest the 15th of the month; beginning January, 1930, average 
of the Saturdays during the month. 
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Table 269,— Cowpeas: ^ Acreage, yield, production, and value, hy States, 19S1 and 

1932 


State 

Peas gathered 

Total acre¬ 
age (except 
for hay)3 

Total pro¬ 
duction 8 

Weighted 
average 
price per 
bushel, 
crop-mar¬ 
keting 
season 

Value of 
total produc¬ 
tion (except 
hay), basis 
weighted 
average 
price 
for crop 
marketing 
season 4 

Acreage ^ 

Yield per 
acre 

Production 


1931 

1932* 

1931 

1932 

1931 

1932* 

1931 

1932« 

1931 

1932 B 

1931 

1932 

1931 

1932 



nili 




■h 


wM 

wM 

ffM 

JDoi- 

Do/- 


IPl 


acres 

acres 

Bush. 

Bush. 

bush. 

bush. 

acres 

acres 

bush. 

bush. 

lars 

lars 

dolls. 

dolls. 

Indiana. 

6 

7 

MPlD 

7.5 

63 

62 

6 

7 

63 

62 

HUD 

HIS 

41 

27 

Illinois. 

69 

62 

9.6 



546 

69 

62 

mm 

546 

.67 

.39 

319 

213 

Missouri. 

18 

21 

11.5 

8.8 

mm 

186 

18 

21 

207 

186 

■Sil 

.72 

209 

133 

Kansas. 

1 

1 


6.5 

6 

6 

1 

1 

6 


.83 

.83 

6 

5 

Delaware_ 

2 

2 


8.5 

22 

17 

2 

2 

22 

17 

.77 

HE 

17 

10 

Maryalnd. 

1 

2 


8.5 

HE 

17 

1 

2 

HE 

17 


.92 

10 

16 

Virsrinia. 

7 

8 

11.0 

7.0 

77 

68 

13 

19 

143 

133 

HES 

.76 

140 

mm 

North Carolina 

34 

39 

12.0 

9.6 

mm 

kSD 

82 

121 

984 

Mwm 

.86 

.64 

836 

736 


mm 

VH 

8.5 

8.0 

926 

832 

153 

mm 


1,360 

.76 

.49 

088 

666 

Georgia. 

80 

HD 

9.5 

9.2 

760 

883 

136 

174 

1,292 

1,601 

.83 

.52 

■Itirgl 

833 

Florida. 

8 

8 

9.8 

8.5 

78 

68 

21 

21 

WEM 

178 

1.40 

L08 

288 

192 

Kentucky_ 

6 

11 

11.6 


69 

110 

16 

27 

184 

mm 

,97 

.71 

178 

192 

Tennessee. 

36 

87 

6.5 

4.7 

198 

174 

86 

37 

198 

174 

.83 

.64 

mm 

111 

Alabama. 

95 

96 

11.0 

9.6 


902 

HOI 

112 



.73 

.67 


mm 


64 

54 

10.0 

7.0 


378 

69 

86 

mtm 


.81 

.65 

569 

391 

Arkansas. 

37 



10.6 

481 

420 

71 

94 

923 

987 

.84 


776 

642 


22 

21 

»ilt> 

■OMil 

242 


46 

mm 

mm 

736 

1.36 

BIM 

683 

mm 

tii'ViTrrw 

20 

17 

Biw 



187 

36 

40 

386 


Lll 

.84 

427 

»Wt1 

Texas. 

90 

72 

iByi 

iH 


662 

155 

162 

mwm 

1,490 

mg 

.76 

1,766 

1,118 

United States 

685 

687 

10.1 

8.9 




1,218 

10,484 


.88 

.66 

9,279 

7,170 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Heporting Board. 

1 Cowpeas planted in com in northern States not included. For southern States such acreage is included 
reduced to its equivalent solid acreage. 

> Solid equivalent of acres from which the cowpeas were gathered. 

3 Cowpeas grazed or hogged ofl in northern States not included. For southern States such acreage is 
included. 

< Total production (except hay) multiplied by price to give total value. 

* Preliminary* 


Table 270.— Cowpeas: Estimated average price per lushel received hy producers, 
United States, 1923-24 to 1932-33 


CTropyear 

Aug. 

15 

Sept 

15 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dee. 

15 

Jan. 

16 

Feb. 

16 

Mar. 

16 

Apr. 

16 

May 

15 

June 

15 

July 

16 

Weight¬ 
ed aver 
age 

1923-21. 

1924r-25. 

1926-26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 81. 

1931- 82. 

1932- 33. 

1 

Dolls. 

2.08 

2.56 

3.24 

3.22 

1.81 

2.01 

2,99 

2.06 

1.63 

,70 

DoUs. 

1.87 

2.41 
3.12 

2.79 

1.80 
1.82 
2.49 

2.41 
1,27 

.67 

Dolls. 

1.94 

2 32 
2.93 
2.34 
1.70 
1.83 
2.30 
2.20 
.98 
.70 

Dolls. 

1.96 

2.34 

2.98 

2 05 
1.72 
1.83 
2.22 
2.05 
.93 
,63 

Dolls. 

2.01 

2.56 

2.87 

1.95 

1,66 

2.02 

2.28 

1.86 

*93 

.60 

Dolls. 

2.12 

2.82 

Z,QS 

1.94 

1.71 

2.15 

2.40 

1.80 

.92 

Dolls. 

2.21 

3.16 

3 21 
1.94 
1.74 
2.45 
2.59 
1.76 
.86 

Dolls. 

2.32 

3.43 

3.37 

1.89 

1.76 

2.63 

2.73 

1.82 

.88 

Dolls. 

2.46 

3.67 

3.50 

1.93 

1.86 

2.88 

2.85 

1.87 

.82 


Dolls. 

2.82 

3.84 

3.47 

1,90 

2.09 

3.24 

3.00 

1.96 

.72 

Dolls. 

2.86 

3.67 

3.47 

1.93 
2.09 
3.19 

2.93 
1.89 

.67 

DoUs. 

2.30 

3.20 

3.25 

1.99 

1.90 

2.63 

2.64 
1.94 

.88 







1 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based upon returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
by States, weighted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weight¬ 
ing monthly prices by estimated monthly maricetinga. For previous data see or earlier Yearboots. 
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TABiiB 271 .—CowpeoB for seed: Average wholesale selling price per bushd at Balti¬ 
more and SL Louis, 192S-1932 



Baltimore 

St. Louis 

Year 

Jan. 

Fob. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Aver¬ 

age 

Jon. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Aver¬ 

age 


DoUa. 

DoUs, 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DolU. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

1928 _ 

2.55 

2.55 

2.55 

2.55 

2.55 


KXLil 

2.95 

2.85 

2 85 

2.95 

2.90 

1924 

8.00 


3.15 

3.40 

3.45 


2.75 

2.96 

3.00 

3.05 

3.56 

KVI3 

1925. 

_ 

3.90 


3.90 

3.90 

3.95 

Kltil 


4.00 

4.10 

4 10 

KMIil 

4 04 

4.25 

4.26 

4.25 

4.26 

4.20 

4.24 

A50 

4.45 

4.20 

4.10 

4.05 

4.26 


2.25 

2.25 

2.15 

2.10 

2.10 

2.17 

2.40 

2 40 

2.40 

2.40 



_ 

1.80 

1 80 


2.20 

2.30 

2.03 

2.40 

2.40 

2.40 

2.50 

2.70 

2.48 

1000 _ 

2.85 

mMM 

3.75 

8 76 

3.76 

3.48 

3.50 

3.60 

3.60 

8 70 

3.76 

3.63 


3.30 

3.30 

3.30 

3.30 

8.30 

3.30 

3.15 

3.15 

3 15 

3 10 

8 00 

3.11 

.. 



2.50 

2 50 

2.65 

2.69 

2.40 

2.40 

2.40 

2 40 

2 55 

2 43 

1^2 _ 

1.06 

1.10 

1.10 

1.10 

1.00 

1.07 

1.20 

1.20 

1 10 

■liH 

1 05 

1.12 















Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from weekly reports to the bureau from seedsmen In the 
various markets. These prices are the average wholesale selling prices for high-quality seed. 


Table 272.— Velvetbeans: ^ Acreage, yield, production, and December 1 price, by 

Slates, 1930-1932 


State 

Acreage 

Yield per acre 

Total production 

Price per ton 
received by 
producers Deo. 1 

1930 

1931 

1932* 

1930 

1931 

1032 

1930 

1931 

1932* 


1931 

1932 

South Carolina. 

Georgia. 

Florida.. 

Alabama. 

Mississippi. 

Louisiana. 

United States. 

1,000 

acres 

67 

604 

122 

340 

36 

33 

1,000 

acres 

10 

506 

127 

300 

32 

33 

1,009 

acres 

60 

663 

140 

463 

42 

33 

Lbs. 
1,100 
880 
660 
680 
950 
650 

Lbs. 

960 

600 

800 

700 

1,380 

950 

IJ)S. 

850 

870 

600 

825 

1,250 

780 

1.000 

short 

tons 

37 

266 

40 

99 

17 

11 

1.000 

short 

tons 

19 

167 

51 

107 

22 

16 

1.000 

short 

tons 

20 

2S8 

42 

191 

28 

13 

Do^ 
lars 
16 70 
13.60 
13,00 
13.50 
16.00 
16.00 

Dolr 
lars 
10.85 
9.70 
9.35 
9.70 
11.20 
11.20 

Dolr 

lars 

6.60 

4.50 

A25 

4.60 

7.00 

8.00 

1,201 

1,044 

1,401 

782.7 

731.8 

836.5 

470 

382 

580 

18.78 

9.86 

4.76 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 

1 The figures refer to the yield and entire production of velvetbeans in the hull. The pods are gathered 
from one-fourth to one-third of the acre^e. 

* Preliminary. 


Table 273.— Broomcom: Acreage, production, and November 15 price, United 

States, 1915-1932 


Year 

Acreage 

har¬ 

vested 

Average 
yield per 
acre 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Price per 
ton re¬ 
ceived 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Nov. 16 

Year 

Acreage 

har¬ 

vested 

Average 
yield per 
acre 

Produc¬ 

tion 

Price per 
ton re¬ 
ceived 
by pro¬ 
ducers 
Nov. 16 

1915 . 

1916 . 

1917 .’ 

1918 . 

1919 . 

1 

Povnds 

449.2 

320.6 

329.6 

830.2 

531.6 
333.4 
283.9 
352.8 

278.1 

303.2 

§iii§§l§§i| 

Dollars 
225.91 
167,11 
372.68 
21&22 

3924. 

1926. 

1926 . 

1927 . 

1028. 

Acres 

434,000 

226,000 

319,000 

232,000 

299,000 

si»,ono 

810,000 

391,000 

295,000 

285,000 

Pounds 

358.0 

276.2 

342.7 

846.7 
36a 7 

505.5 

304.5 

254.5 
300.4 
234.9 

Short tons 

77.700 
81.200 

64.700 
40,200 

58.800 
47,600 

47.300 : 

49.800 

44.300 
83,500 

Dollars 

96.00 

1142.60 

*79.07 

*iiai2 

*104.54 

1919. 


3029. 

1920 . 

1921 . 

1922 . 

1923.. . 

1929 . 

1930 . 

1931 . 

1932 4. 

»114.62 
*65.60 
*44.88 
*42.09 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Revised, 1915 to 1928. 
See introductory text. 

1 Weighted average of the season to Bee. l. < Weighted average price for crop marketing season. 

* Deo. 1, price. * Preliminary. 
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Table 274.- 



^Broomcorn: Acreage^ yields production, and weighted average price, 
hy States, averages and annual 1931 and 1932 


Acreage harvested Yidd per acre 



Aver¬ 

se, 

1919- 

1928 

1 

1931 

1 

its. ! 

Zbs. 

519 i 

580 

335 j 

320 

345 

290 

300 

250 

322 

300 

340 

250 

304 

345 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting ^oard. 

* Preliminary. 

Table 275. — Broomcorn: Supply and distribution, 1925-26 to 1931-3 


Year b^inning June 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


1 Storage stocks reported by dealers include manufacturers* stocks held by dealers at country shipping 
points. 

> Dec. 1 estimate. 

> Less than 100 tons. 

* For crop year, June-May. 

8 Not ixuuuding possible Imports. 
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Table 276.— Hay^ tame: Acreage^ yields production, and December 1 price, 
by States, averages, and annual 1931 and 1932 


Price per 

Acreage harvested Yield per acre Production tonrec^ved 

oy produc¬ 
ers Dec. 1 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 
I Preliminary. 

163060«—33- 37 


S88838S8S 
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TabijB 277.— Hay, vnld: Acreage, yield, production, and December 1 price, 
by States, averages, and annual 19S1 and 1939 



Bureau of Agrloultuial Economics. Estimate of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 Prdimlnary, 
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Table 278.— Hay: Acreage^ production, December 1 price, exports, etc.. United 

States, 1919-1983 

Tame hay WnThay""' — 

Price Domes- j Pnee 

«S 

® " (lucers ginning Julyii | a^r® ducers 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Italic figures are census returns; other acreage, production, and 
yield figures are estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Revised, 1919 to 1928. See introductory text. See 
1927 Yearbook, p. 027, for data for earlier years. 

1 Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United States, June issues, 1919-1926; 
January and June issues, 1927-1932, and ofiiclal records of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, 
a Preliminary. 


Table 279. — Hay, tame, by kinds: Production, United States, 1919-193$ 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. Revised, 1019 to 1928. 
See introductory text. 

1 Not included in “All tame hay.” 

^ Includes sweetclover and Lespedeza. 

8 Preliminary. 

Table 280. — Hay: Receipts at principal markets, 1924’“$S to 1931-32 


192^26. 

Short 

tons 

46,18$ 

1926-26_ 

35,340 

86,504 

1926-27_ 

1927-28_ 

82,400 

192a-29_ 

26,964 

1929-80_ 

21,708 

1930-31_ 

16,856 

1931-32. 

13,404 



62,640 20,688 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from “weekly reports from the various markets to the 
grain, hay, andfeed market news service of the Bureau of A^cultural Economics. 
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Table 281. — Hay* loose: Estimated average price per ion received by producers^ 
United States, 192S-24 to 1932-33 

ALL 



ALFALFA 


1923-24. 

12.45 

1924r-26. 

13.19 

1926-26. 

13.02 

1926-27. 

12.94 

1927-28. 


1928-29. 

jnBrn 

1929-30. 


1930-31. 

11.44 

1931-32. 

9.80 

1932-33. 

7.38 




CLOVER 


1923-24. 

1024-25. 

1925- 26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 
1980-81. 
1931-32. 
1982-33. 



15.06 
13.68 
14.47 
15.05 
12.18 
12.66 
11.97 
13.45 
9.62 


TIMOTHY 


1928-24. 

1924r-25. 

1926-26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 20. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 



PRAIRIE 


1923-24. 

9.17 8.97 8.6S 9.19 9.07 

9.2< 

1924r-25. 

8.35 8.60 8.49 8.25 8.25 

8.6 

1925-26. 

8.93 8.55 9.24 9.41 9.39 

9.7 

1926-27. 

9.63 iaS5 ia52 ia78 10.76 

10.9( 

1927-28. 

9.15 a 65 7.98 7.67 7.47 

7.5 

1928-29. 

7.80 7.34 7.62 7.71 7,72 

7.S 

1929-30-. 

a 21 7.96 a 13 7.97 8.11 

8.11 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32. 

7.12 7.63 7.89 7.66 7.48 
6.52 6.64 a 68 6.53 6.67 

7.3 

6.5 

1982-33. 

5.14 4.71 4.57 4.45 4.36 

4.0 





Bureau of A^rioultaral Eoonomics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices 
by States, weighted by production to obtain a ;^oe for the United States; yearly price obtain^ by weight¬ 
ing monthly prices by monthly marketings. Mean of prices of all loose hay reported on Ist of month and 
1st of succeeding month, July, 1922-December, 1923. For previous data on atfaifa., clover, timothy, and 
prairie hay see 1630 or earlier Yearbooks. 
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TABiitJ 282.— Hay, haled: Average price per ton in car lots at leading markets, hy 
kind and grade, 1922-2S to 1931-82 


Year beginning July 

Alfalfa, Kansas 
City 

Clover, Cincinnati 

Prairie upland, 
Kansas City 

Timothy, Chi¬ 
cago 

No. 1 

No. 2 

No.l 

No. 1, 
light 
mixed 

No. 1, 
mixed 




No. 2 


Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 




Dollars 

1922-23. 

22.10 

16.80 

16.40 

17.40 

16.40 

14.40 

12.90 

22.30 

18.50 

1923-24. 

23.60 

16.90 

23.90 



13.90 

12.60 

26.30 

23.30 

1924r25. 


15.00 

17.90 

Bnviji 

17.20 

11.20 

9.80 

23.90 

19.50 

1925-26. 

21.10 

17.40 

22.50 


22.60 

14.20 

12.80 

24.70 

21.90 

1926-27. 

19.00 

16.60 

22.90 


21.70 

14.60 

12.70 

21.80 

19.70 

1927-28 .-. 

20.80 

16.00 


15.70 

16.40 

Wimilil 

8.90 

18.60 

16.40 

1928-29. 

24.80 

22.70 

Eini 

19.20 


12.10 

10.60 

22.20 

20.20 

1929-30. 

22.10 

17.90 

17.20 


17.60 

11.70 

10.30 

19.00 

16.70 


19.90 

15.90 


21.70 

22.50 

12.10 

10.50 

20.10 

18.60 

1931-32. 

13.62 

10.71 

12.21 

12.81 

13.25 

9.48 

8.31 

14 79 

13.19 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made direct to the bureau. 


Table 283 .—Alfalfa meal, No. 1 medium: Average price per ton, lagged, in car 
lots, Kansas City, 1923-24 to 1932-33 


Crop year 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

Aver¬ 

age 

1 1 1 • 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 t 1 • 1 1 1 1 

1 

Dolls. 

22.40 

22.60 

24.00 

22.80 

22.40 

25.60 

25.00 

24.70 

16.80 

15.90 

1 

j 

j 


1 

j 

I 

{ 

j 

Dolts. 

21.76 

22.90 

23.90 
21.60 
31. 70 

25.10 
22.00 

18.10 
16.40 

s 

ii 

31 IS 

ii 






1 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made to the bureau. 


Table 284.— Pasture: Condition, Ist of month. United States, 1909-1932 


Year 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Year 

May 

June 

July 

Aug, 




P.d. 

jP.Cf. 

P. ct. 

P.d. 

P,c<. 

P.d. 


P.d. 

P.d. 

P.d. 

P.d. 

P.d. 

P.d. 


79.1 


91.8 

86.4 



1921. 

oao 

89.4 

84.4 

78.3 

82.1 

84.8 


86.0 

87. i 


71.5 



1922.. 

85.9 

94.6 

88.5 

86.7 

78.7 

72.7 

1911 

i 

82.7 

67.2 

62.7 



1923. 

79.4 

86.1 

87,2 

79.4 

80.2 

85.0 

1912 

82.9 

92.5 

80.7 

87.3 



IIT{v7^ 

82.4 

83.2 

87.2 

82.0 

78.6 

78.6 

1913 

85.5 

88.1 

81,6 

74.3 



1926. 


7A7 

73.0 

69.5 

67.4 

72.9 

1911 

88.9 


^.6 

76,2 



1926. 

74.6 

n.o 


69.9 

78.2 

83.7 

101A 

88.4 

02.5 

^.2 

95.5 

97,7 

95.9 

1927. 

87.0 

88.3 

92.8 

86.9 

84.2 

80.1 

1916. 

84.8 



84.5 

79.8 

76.9 

1928. 

71.3 

78.6 

84.4 

85.6 

83.3 

77.7 

1917. 

79.9 

83.1 

84.1 

78.6 ! 

77.6 

76.6 

1929. 

86.9 

87.2 

87,5 

79.7 

67.1 

70.2 

1918-— - 

81.6 

89.3 

82.0 

72.4 i 

67.7 

73.6 


77.3 

80.4 

74.6 

56.4 

47.7 

66.1 

1919 

91.1 

97.4 

95.8 

85.3 

81.6 

78.9 

1931. 

78.8 

78.5 

mESm 

63.7 

63.0 

63.5 


79.3 

90.2 

91.4 

87.7 

88.1 

86.9 

1932. 

74.1 

77.6 



67.6 

67.1 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimate of the Crop Beporting Board. 
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Table 285.— Pasture: ‘ Condition, 1st of month, by States, average 19S0-19S9 and 

1939 


July August Reptember October 


State and division 


1®, 1932 


P.ct. P. d. 

86 85 

86 34 

86 84 

84 83 

84 79 

82 83 

76 


79 

76 

79 

75 

82 

72 

72 

65 

78 

66 

78 

70 

84 

78 

84 

72 

75 

62 

78 

77 

84 

79 

83 

80 


Vlrg 

West Virginia 
North Carolina 
South CaroUnsL 

Georgia.. 

Florida.. 

South Atlantic.. 


Kentucky. 83 79 

Tennessee. 83 75 

Alabama-. 83 70 

MlssissippL. 84 70 

Arkansas. 83 78 

Louisiana... 84 

Oklahoma.. 83 

Texas. 84 

South Central. 

Montana. 80 

Idaho.-. 86 

Wyoming. 87 

Colorado. 85 

New Mexico. 73 

Arizona.. 84 

Utah. 86 

Nevada__ 85 

Washington.. 84 


United States. 


70 
80 
67 

73 { 82 

66 87 


77.2 85.0 73.0 82.5 


79 66 

78 70 


P.ct.\p.ct. 


I 81.6 I 62.6 I 80.2 j 56.2 


77.6 85.3 79.0 8a6 


78.6 67.6 79.3 67.1 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board, 
not tSlS^ conditions given as reported. Probably relates largely to farm pasture; i. e., range 
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Table 286.— Hops: Acreage, prodvctim, December 1 price, imports, exports, and 
consumption, United States, 1922—12$ to 19S2-SS 


Price per 
poimd 

^ . T 1 Acreage Prodne- received 

Year begtaiing July tion by pro- 

acre dnoArs 


Acres 

192^-23. 23,400 

1923- 24. 18,440 

1924- 25. 20,360 

1926- 26. 20,350 

1926-27. 20,800 

1927- 28. 24,^ 

1928- 29. 26,200 

1929- 30. 24,400 

1930- 31. 19,600 

1931- 32. 21,^ 

1932-83 <. 22,000 


1,000 

pounds 

1,296 

761 

439 

581 

470 

763 

649 

926 

1,026 

1,263 


Domestic 
exports» 

Net ex¬ 
ports 1 

1,000 

pounds 

13,497 

20,461 

16,122 

14,998 

13,360 

11,812 

8,836 

6,793 

5,693 

8,817 

1,000 
pounds 
12401 
19,832 
15,737 
14,692 
12936 
11,087 
8,108 
6,001 
4,583 
2564 




1,000 
pounds 
4,366 
3,815 
83,256 
33,426 
3 3,149 
83,071 
2,736 
2627 
2197 
1,841 


Bureau of Agricultural Beonomics. Ooumiled from reports of the Division of Crop and Livestock 
Estimates, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Coming, records of the Bureau of Internal Kevenue, 1922-23 
to 1925-26; annual reports of the Oommissioner of Prohibition, 1926-27 to 1929-30; and Commissioner of 
Industrial Alcohol, 1^0-31. 

1 Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United Slates, June issues, 1922-1926; 
January and June Issues, 1927-1932, and official records of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 
* Figures represent hops used to make cereal heverages. 

8 Not induing 57,936 pounds In 1924,71,508 pounds m 1926, 9C0 pounds in 1926, and 6,294 pounds in 1927 
used in the manu&cture of distilled spirits. 

^ Preliminary. 

8 Weighted average price, crop-marketing season. 

Table 287.— Hops: Acreage, yield per acre, and production in specified countries, 

19S0-31 to 19S2-SS 


Yield per acre 



North America: Llcres .4cr<'s Acres 

Canada 8_ 948 926 - 

United States 8. 19,500 21,400 22 

®™^gland and Wales.M9,997 <19,628 <16,531 

Belgium. 2546 2061 1,000 

France. 7,617 5,893 4,674 

Germany. 32,306 26,326 19,800 


Czechoslovakia. 38,449 30,194 23,872 

Hungary. 674 566 442 

Yugoslavia. 7,139 8 6,683 «3,903 

Rumania. 176 210 . 

Poland. 8 6,671 8 6,250 «6,500 

Total European coun- 
tries reporting acre¬ 
age ana production, 

2l years. 113,624 94,924 76,180 

Oceania: 

Australia... 1,168 . 

New Zealand__ 634 . 

Total countries report- 
ing acreage and pro¬ 
duction, all years.—. 133,124 lie, 324 97,180 

Estimated world total, 

exdudingRussiasr-.. 136,793 120,000 100,000 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources and International Institute of Agriculture except as 
otherwise stated. Acref^e and production figures are for the harvesting season 1930 to 1032, in the Northern 
Hemi^here and 1930-31 to 1932-33 in the Southern Hemisphere. 

1 Preliminaiy* 

8 British Columbia. 

8 These^^u^ include the acreage left unpicked, which was estimated at 8,600 acres in 1930,1,000 acres in 
193L and 200 acres in 1932. 

^ Yield based on acreage picked. 

8 Unofficial estimate. 

^ Exclusive of acrei^ and production in minor producing countries for which no data are available. 
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Table 288. — Hops: International trade^ average 1925—1929, annual 1928-'1931 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. LupuUn and hop- 
fenmehl (hop mesd) are not Included when given seperatdy. 

1 Preliminary. 

s International Yearbook of AgrloolturGd Statistics. 


Table 289. — Peanuts: Acreage, yield per acre, production, and December 1 price. 

United States, 1919-1932 



Bureau of Agrlcultursa Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. See 1930 Yearbook, p. 813, 
for data for earlier years. 

1 Parm prices are as of Nov. 15,1919-1923; Dec. 1,1924-1928; weighted average price or crop marketing 
season, 1929-1932. 

* Peanuts planted in corn are incHuded, reduced to their equivalent solid acres, 
s Including pe^uts grazed or hogged off as well as those gathered. 

^ Average of State prices weighted by total production. 
i PreUminary. 
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Tabus 290. — Peanuts^ Acreage, yield, production, and vcdue, hy States, 1931 and 

1933 


Nuts gathered 

State Acres Yield per acre Production 

1931 19322 1931 1932 1931 19322 



1,000 acres 1,000 acres 

Pounds j 

! Pounds 

l,OOOpov.nds\ 



763.3 625.1 1,083,110 1,002,0 


keting season* 


Virginia. 

North Carolina 
South Carolina. 

Georgia. 

Florida. 

Tennessee. 

Alabama. 

Mississippi. 

Arkansas. 

Louisiana. 

Oklahoma. 

Texas. 



1032 

1931 

1932 


1,000 

1,000 

Cents 

doltars 

dolLars 

1.2 

2,644 

1,692 

1.3 

5,404 

8,593 

2.7 

442 

8P7 

1.4 

10,021 

6,673 

1.5 

3,772 

1,699 

1.5 

183 

158 

1.2 

4,365 

2,908 

3.2 

650 

760 

3.1 

544 

602 

3.8 

439 

855 

1.5 

583 

425 

1.5 

3,089 

1,889 

1.43 

32,216 

20,051 


tTnited States. J 2,145 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 

1 Peanuts planted in com are included, reduced to their equivalent solid acres. 

2 Prelimixiary. 

2 Including i>eanuts grazed or hogged ofl as well as those gathered. 

* Total production for all purposes multiplied by price to give total value. 

Table 291. — Peanuts: Estimated average price “per pounds in the shelly received 
producerSy United States, 1928^24 to 1982-33 


Sept. 

Oct. 

15 

15 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. MontUy pri^ 
by States, weighted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearlj^rice obt^ed by^ewht- 




































































































































YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


Table 292.— Peanuts: International trade, average 1925-1929, annual 1929-1981 


Calendar year 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. Includes shelled and 
unshelled, assuming the peanuts to be unsh^ed unless otherwise stated. When shelled nuts were reported 
they have been reduced to terms of unshelled at the ratio of 3 pounds unshelled to 2 pounds of shelled. 

iprdiminary. 

I International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

® 4-year average. 

Table 293 .—Peanut oil, crude and virgin: Peanuts crushed, and quantity of oil 
produced in United Stales, 1922-28 to 1931-32 


Year b^lnning 
October 

Peanuts crushed i 

Oil produced 

Octo- 

ber-De- 

cember 

Janu- 

ary- 

March 

April- 

June 

July- 

Sep- 

tember 

Total 

Octo- 

ber-De- 

cember 

Janu- 

ary- 

March 

April- 

June 

July- 

Sep- 

tember 

Total 

■ 1 ■ 1 1 1 1 1 I I 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

« 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < 

.. Ill 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 

1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 > 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 

1 1 1 t 1 1 1 1 1 

1,000 
pounds 
13,169 
6,164 
17,668 
17,134 
10,676 
21,810 
14,740 
31,698 
22,744 
15,376 

1,000 

pounds 

9,081 

4,676 

24,678 

17,880 

11,143 

24,168 

19,696 

50,888 

23,940 

14,874 

1,000 

pounds 

8,436 

6,471 

16,893 

10,668 

6,321 

8,177 

10,392 

25,606 

17,960 

12,760 

1,000 

pounds 

041 

1,928 

9,096 

4,389 

6,966 

6,661 

11,320 

12,672 

4,996 

8,464 



1,000 
pounds 
1,700 
1,122 
6,265 
4,001 
2,446 
5,324 
4,463 
11,192 
6,214 
3,415 

1 

1 

1,000 

pounds 

7,209 

4,294 

15,134 

11,927 

7,990 

14,014 

12,977 

27,079 

15,648 

11,568 


Bureau of Aadcultural Economics. Compiled from reports of the Bureau of the Census on Animal 
and vegetable ms and oils. 
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Table 294. —Peanut oil: International trade, average 1925-1929, annual 1928-1931 


Country 


Calendar year 

Average 3925- 
1929 

I 

1928 

1929 

1930 

19311 

Exports 

Imports 



Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PRINnPVL EXPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIES 

Fr-ince. 

China. 

Germany. 

Dutch East Indies.. 
Denmark. 

Total. 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT- 
INQ COUNTRIES 

Netherhnd.s. 

United Kingdom— 

Algeria. 

Canada.1 

Italy. 

Belgium. 

Norway. 

Sweden.j 

United States. 

Tunis. 

Philippine Islands— 
Czechoslovakia—- 

Finland. 

Morocco. 

Total. 

UOOO 
pounds 
70,810 
70,838 
58.801 
4,232 
4.046 

pounds 
10,793 

0 

9,040 

1,676 

1,203 

1,000 
pounds 
76,820 
14,326 
83,763 
9,976 
5.137 

im 

pounds 

13,293 

0 

8,207 

1,779 

838 

1,000 

pounds 

80,208 

41,369 

113,267 

7,011 

8,781 

1,000 

pounds 

13,336 

1 0 
4,008 
1,961 
800 

1,000 
pounds 
09,791 
110,880 
86.786 
4,703 
9,963 

1,000 

pounds 

14,374 

0 

3.378 
2,438 
1,846 

1,000 
pounds 
106,766 
108,591 
47,350 
4,796 
11,480 

1,000 

pounds 

7,338 

0 

3,647 

2,354 

1,266 

208,517 

21,712 

220,022 

1«,117 

266,636 

20,095 

282,122 

22,036 

273,983 

14,605 

31,567 

21,326 

364 

0 

114 

4,343 

0 

2,177 

0 

0 

0 

386 

0 

C 

68,871 
37,167 
29,416 
20,992 
13,388 
9,717 
7,782 
7,275 
4,427 
4,283 
4,163 1 
8,300 
2,367 
1,876 

34,865 
26,763 
190 

0 

82 

3,532 

0 

2,819 

0 

0 

0 

280 

0 1 
0 

71,606 
85,066 
34,881 
14,187 
18,053 
10,082 
7,605 
6,729 
4,749 
1,640 
3,892 
3,903 
3,004 
1,483 

36,005 

23,903 

615 

0 

106 

2,742 

0 

1,969 

0 

0 

0 

1,516 

0 

0 

60,846 
49,542 
43,162 
31,037 
8,318 
16,970 
7,746 
10,009 
3.231 
4,557 
4,123 
6,443 
8,674 
3,237 

34,939 

6,895 

*1,402 

0 

148 

2,310 

0 

1,602 

0 

0 

0 

783 

0 

0 

34,287 
49,820 
45,122 
56,566 
1,211 
22,883 
4,422 
9,363 
15,565 
1,694 
3,714 
5,660 
2,774 
7,267 

36,479 

10,667 

0 

130 

3,409 

0 

1,888 

0 

0 

0 

739 

0 

0 

9,972 

42,291 

54,157 

46,127 

2,676 

21,936 

3,804 

9,081 

14,886 

4,691 

6,919 

6,377 

6,430 

60,277 

205,086 

67,621 

BBi 

66,836 

261,784 

48,169 

260,318 

52,812 

226,248 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. Conversions made 
on the basis of 7.6 pounds to the gallon. 

1 Preliminary, »International Yearbook of A grleultural Statistics. 


Table 296. —Peanut oil, refined: Average price per pound, in harreU, New York, 

ms-24 to 19$2-SS 


Crop year 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dee, 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Aver^ 

age 

1923- 24. 

1924- 25. 

1926-26. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31.i. 

1931- 82. 

1932- 33 . ... 

Cenfe 

16.00 

16.45 

16.00 

16.00 

14.50 

13.50 
13.25 
11.38 
12.60 
10.60 

1 

1 

1 


Cents 

34.76 

16.76 

15.50 

14.50 
13.60 

13.50 
12.75 
13.50 
10.38 


1 

1 

1 

Cents 

15.25 
15.00 
16.00 

14.60 
13.50 

13.25 
11.75 

12.60 
9 62 

1^1 

!• 2 

: ^ 
$ 

i 1 

Cents 
15.19 
16.03 
15.54 
14.84 
13.78 
13.10 
12.66 
12L96 
10.35 



1 








Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled tram Oil, Faint, and Drug Beporter, average of weekly 
range. See 1930 Yearbook, p. 817, Table 334, for data for earlier years. 
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Table 296.— Peas, dry fields Acreage, yield per acre, and production, hy States, 

1930-1932 


State 

Acreage h irvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

1930 

1031 

19323 

1P30 

1931 

1932 


1931 

1932 2 





Bufth, 

Bush. 

Bush. 


1,000 

bush. 

1,000 

bush. 

Michigan_ 


161 

10 

11.0 

8.6 



128 

190 

Wisconsin.. 

30^ 

25 

18 

14 5 

10.5 

1 12. 6 1 

135 

202 

225 

Montana___ 

30 

33 1 

28 

17 5 

13.6 

13.0 

625 

146 

361 

Idaho__ 

61 

56 

48 


10 0 

■•‘■‘I 

1,280 

1,016 

960 

Colorado. 

49 1 

40 

64 

12.0 

9 0 

mm 

688 

411 

648 

United States. 

201 

177 

1C7 

15.6 

13.1 

11 3 

3,136 

2,322 

2,387 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of ttie Crop Eeportmg Board. 

1 These figures are for the States in which peas are grown commercially in material quantities, 
a Preliminary. 


Table 297 .—Clover seed (red and alsike), sweetclover seed, Lespedeza {Japan clover) 
seed, and alfalfa seed: Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, hy 
States, 1930-1982 

GLOVER SEED (RED AND ALSIKE) 



SWEETOLOVBB SEED 


Ohio—. 

Ind. 

lU-. 

Wis_ 

Minn.— 
Iowa.... 

Mo. , 

N. Dak_— 
S. Dak- 
Nebr— 
Kans— 
Mont... 
Odlo---. 


U. S... 



1 Deo. 1 price for Lespedeza seed. 


> Prdiminary. 


* Less than 1,000 acres. 
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Tablm 297 .—Clover seed (red and alsike), sweetdover seed^ Leapedeza (Japan dover) 
seedy and alfalfa seed: Acreage yield, prodvction, and weighted average price, by 
States, 1930-193 ^—Continued 


LESPEDEZA (JAPAN OLOVEE) SEED 












Weighted average 


Acreage harvested 

Yield per acre 

Production 

price per bushel, 
crop marketing 

State 










season 



1930 

1981 

1932 A 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1030 

1931 

1932 3 

1930 

1931 

1932 


Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

Bush. 

Bush. 

Bush. 

Bu&h. 

Busk. 

Bush. 

Bolls. 

Bolls 

Bolls. 

N. C. 




3.5 

4.65 

4.0 

HivtVTn 

116,200 



2.75 

1.50 

Ky. 




KM 

4.0 

K||l| 




2.76 

2.30 

■lii] 

Tenn. 

18»000 

40,000 


kSI 

4.0 

BVi] 




2.75 

2.50 

1.50 

Miss. 

2,700 

3,500 

2,400 

KM 

4.5 

3.8 




2.76 

2.30 

nri] 

La. 

3,000 

2,000 


1.6 

4.5 

4.0 

iBS 



3.35 

a66 

1 75 

U. S— 




3.07 

4.26 

a99 

128,100 



2.83 

2.58 

1.47 


ALFALFA SEED 


Mich. 

MPI 


12,000 

ao 

ao 

1.5 


4^000 

18,000 

ia40 

a40 

a80 

Wis. 


■vl§!v1 

13,100 

1.7 

1.3 

1.2 

MTifroi 

21,300 

ia700 

ia4o 

11.10 

9.00 



giHmUjIj 

36,300 

1.5 

1.5 

L5 


49,500 


14 20 

9.60 

7.10 

N. Dak-— 

18,200 

9,000 

TO 

1.5 

1.4 

1.2 


1^600 



■locm 

7.40 

S. Dak. 

61.200 

30,000 

HTn TO 

1.9 

1.6 

1.7 


48,000 

23,800 

laso 

ES3 

6.40 

Nebr. 

m 

KW TO 

^B^Tto 

2.2 

a6 

1.6 


96,200 


ia4o 

7.30 

485 

Trans. 


KW To 

TO 

a2 

a5 

ao 



7a 000 

ago 

6 10 

4.55 

Okla. 


im 

^Biito 

AO 

3.0 

3.0 


39,300 


a4o 

ESS 

3.45 

Tex. 


Bn TO 

^BE^ TO 

2.8 

a4 

a5 


4600 


9.20 

8.80 

aso 

Mont_— 


TO 

TO 

2.6 

1.4 

1.3 




12.00 

8. iO 


Idaho. 

m 

EQ TO 

^BViTO 

a 75 

ao 




42,600 

9.70 

7.00 


Wyo. 


■fn TO 

^BEi~to 

3.7 

ao 



21,600 


■WKil 

7.40 

5.60 

Colo. 


Bn TO 

^BtiFTO 

3.0 

3.0 



29,100 


9.80 

0.30 

a 10 

N. Mex-— 


TO 

^B^ TO 

3.0 

3.3 






6.10 

4 75 

Ariz. 

m 

Ej to 


5.0 

4.0 



56,000 

56,000 

iuBH 

6.20 


Utah. 



TO 

1.2 

1.8 

1.2 


57,600 

laooo 

9.10 

5.30 


Oreg. 



^^BE) to 

ao 

4.0 

a5 


laooo 

10,600 

14 20 

7.60 


Calif. 


Wm 

12,500 

4.0 

3.7 

ao 


70,700 

87,600 


6.90 

460 

U. S... 

440,900 

361,100 

276,000 

a 64 

a 32 

1.96 

1,165,600 

838,900 

538,000 

10.76 

7.34 

441 


Bureau ot Agrioultural Economics. Estimates of tbe Crop Eeporting Board. 
< Dec. 1 price for Lespedeza seed. 


Table 298.^CZoi;er seed: Receipts, Chicago, 1923-24 to 1932-33 



Bureau of Agrioultural Economics. Compiled from annual reports of the Chicago Board of Trade. 
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Table 299 .—Alfalfa seed: Estimated average price per bushel received by producers. 
United States, 1923-24 to 1932-33 


July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. 
16 16 16 16 16 15 16 15 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reports. Monthly prices, 
by States, weight^ by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by weight 
mg monthly prices by monthly marketings. 

1 Straight crop year average until 1024. For previous data see 1930 or earlier Yearbooks. 

Table 300. —Clover seed, red: Estimated average price per bushel received by pro¬ 
ducers, United States, 192S-24 to 1932-38 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
by States, weighted by production to obtam a price for the United States; yearly prices obtained by weight¬ 
ing monthly prices by average monthly marketings. For previous data see 1030 or earlier Yearbooks. 


Table 301.* —Timothy seed: Acreage, yield, production, and weighted average price, 

by States, 1930-1932 



Acreage harvested 1 

Yield per acre 

Production 

Weighted average 
price per bushel, 
crop-marketing 

State 




season 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 
1 Preliniinary. 
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687 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. OompUed from annual reports of the Chicago Board of Trade. 


Table 303 .—Timothy seed: Estimated average price per hvshel received by producers, 
United States, 1923-24 to 1932-33 


Crop year 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

15 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Jan. 

15 

Feb. 

15 

Mar. 

15 

Apr. 

15 

May 

15 

June 

15 

July 

15 

Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 

1923-24. 

1924r-25. 

1026-26. 

1026-27. 

1927-28. 

1028-29. 

1920-30. 

1080-31. 

1931- 32. 

1932- 33. 

LoUs. 

2.63 

3.20 

3.36 

2.68 

2.06 

1.86 

1.69 

2.51 

1.38 

.91 

Dolls. 
3.01 
3.12 
3.21 
2.55 
1.66 
1.91 
1.88 
2.62 
1.43 
.93 

Bolls. 
3.12 
3.16 
3.21 
2.61 
1.58 
2.08 
2.02 
3 06 
1.44 
.88 

Bolls. 
3.15 
2.88 
3.31 

2.46 
1.61 
220 
2 17 
3.11 

1.46 
.92 

Bolls. 

3.19 
3.03 
3.41 
2.58 
1.73 

2.20 
2.25 
3.09 
1.54 

.95 

BoUs. 

3.37 
3.04 

3.38 
2.62 
1.78 
2.41 
246 
3.29 
1.53 

Bolls. 
3.56 
3.03 
3 56 
2.70 
1.92 
249 
2.37 
3.32 
1.62 

Bolls. 
3.60 
3.15 
3.51 

2.69 
1.86 
262 
2 61 
3.53 

1.70 

Bolls. 
3.54 
3.24 
3.47 
2.76 
1.88 
2 67 
2.67 
3.61 
1.59 

Bolls. 
3.48 
3.10 
3.36 
2.69 
1.96 
265 
2.69 
3.43 
1.01 

Bolls 
3.44 
3.05 
3.41 
276 
2.08 
2 56 
2.65 
3.16 
1.39 

Bolls. 
3.23 
3.47 
3.26 
2.58 
207 
230j 
2 63 
233 
1.20 

BoUs. 

293 

3.15 

3.34 

262 

1.88 

2.09 

1.92 

266 

1.43 


ma 

mm 

■■ 



MBI 

MM 

IMMM 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
by States, weighted by production to obtain a price for the United States; yearly prices obtained by weight¬ 
ing montnly prices by average monthly marketings. For previous data see 1030 or earlier Yearbooks. 


Table 304.— Seeds: Average price per 100 pounds, specified markets, 1923-1932 


Sea¬ 

son, 

Jan- 

uary- 

May 

Alfalfa, 

Kansas 

City 

Alsike 

clover, 

Chi¬ 

cago 

Bed 

clover, 

Chi¬ 

cago 

Ken¬ 

tucky 

blue- 

grass, 

Kansas 

City 

Tim¬ 

othy, 

Chi¬ 

cago 

Sweet- 

dovor, 

Minne¬ 

apolis 

Meadow 

fescue, 

City 

Lespe- 

deza, 

Louis¬ 

ville 

Qerman 

millet, 

Kansas 

City 

Amber 

sorgo, 

KansflS 

City 

Hairy 

vetch, 

Balti¬ 

more 

Sudan 

grass, 

Kansas 

City 


BoUs. 

BoUs. 

BoUs. 

BoUs. 

BoUs. 

BoUs. 

BoUs. 

Bolls. 

BoUs. 

Bdls. 

BoUs. 

Bolls. 

1923— 


16,40 

20.93 

25.88 

7.02 

1241 



276 

4.25 

1281 

14.28 

1924— 


15.66 

20.87 


7.96 

15.28 

10.58 

20.78 

3.80 

1.74 

10.45 

222 

1925— 


23.38 

33.97 

Big 

6.70 

1234 

9.42 


4.98 

224 

282 

268 

1926— 


27.65 

33.67 

38.06 

7.94 


15.49 

16.74 

3.10 

2 72 

12 25 

4.31 

1927— 


37.43 

42 54 

20.63 

6.97 

13.66 


8.67 

3.25 

210 

15.10 

6.68 

1928... 


27.80 

30.65 

19.72 

4.74 

8.55 

14.70 

17.66 

245 

1.99 

9.72 

262 

1929— 


34.66 

33.63 

31.31 


&50 

16.01 

2243 

244 

2 09 

9.30 

280 

1930— 


19.90 

21.35 

20.00 


Ktilil 


14.37 

243 

2 47 

9.00 

240 

1931— 


23.88 

25.04 

34.37 

10.55 


10.76 

14.69 

2 09 

2 81 

2 45 

7.38 

1932— 


15.05 

16.35 

13.45 

4.30 

5.50 

5.50 

8.30 

1.75 

1.16 

7.60 

1.70 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from weekly reports to the bureau from seedsmen in the 
various markets. These prices are the average wholesale selling prices for high-quality seed. 
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Table 305. — Field seeds: Average wholesale price per 100 pounds at specified 
markets, by inonths, 1923—1932 


Season, January- 
May 

Alfalfa, common, Kansas City 

ALsiko clover, Chicago 

Jan. 

Fob 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 


Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 


Dollats 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollan 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

1923. 


19.60 

19.50 

20.65 


16.60 


10.60 

■r>gfa 

ia35 

1024. 


21.50 

22.30 



15.55 

15.46 

16.45 

15.85 


1925. 


22.10 

23.10 

23.50 

23.50 

21.76 

22.35 


24.76 








26.10 

27.25 

27.86 

28.20 

28.40 

1927. 






36.00 

37.96 

39.45 

38.85 

34.85 

1928. 






28.35 


27.80 

27.70 

27.10 

1929. 






34.65 


35.16 

35.45 

34.15 


23. 56 

24.76 

25.25 

25.25 

25.26 

20.10 



20.10 

HPliTil 

1931. 

22.00 

22 60 


22.50 

22.60 

23.70 


23.76 

23.20 

22.75 

1932. 

13.50 

13.60 


13.80 

mjjjji 

15.50 

15.30 


14.76 



Red clover, Chicago 

Sweetclover, Minneapolis 

1923. 

22.55 

22.45 


19.70 

19.36 

12.40 


12.40 


12.25 

1924. 

23.10 

21.55 


19.60 

19.00 



15.40 


15.10 

1926. 

34.20 

36.00 


83.35 

32.00 



12.75 

11.06 

11.00 

1926. 

32.15 

36.50 

34.70 

34.00 

34.00 

9.00 

9.45 

9.85 

9.95 

10.00 

1927. 

38.60 

42.30 

45.00 

44.25 

42.55 

11.85 

14 .35 

14.00 

13.10 

12.50 

1928. 

32.50 

30.95 

29.05 

30.20 

29.70 

8.76 

8. 70 

8.45 

8.45 

8.40 

1929. 

33.00 

33.20 

34.40 

34.36 

33.20 

8.50 

8.50 

8.50 

8.50 

8.50 

1930. 

21.20 

21.35 

21.00 

21.60 

21.00 

8.00 

8.00 

8.00 

8.00 

&00 

1931. 

26.00 

26.05 

25.45 

24.15 

23.55 

0.50 


0.15 

0.05 

9.00 

1932. 

16.80 

16.50 

ia25 

16.15 

laio 



5 50 

5.50 

5.25 


Kentucky bluegrass, Kansas City 

Timothy, Chicago 

1923. 

25.00 

25.00 

26.00 

26.90 

27.60 

7.00 

7.00 

7.05 


7.00 

1924. 

25.10 

25.35 

26.00 

25.00 

25.00 

8.16 

8.25 

8.10 

7.76 

7.66 

1925. 

28.00 

28.00 

28.00 

28.00 

28.00 

6.05 


6.50 

6.85 

a 95 

1926. 

40.00 

39.25 

37.00 

37.00 

37.00 

8.10 


7.95 

7.80 

7.76 

1927. 

20.25 

21.00 

21.00 

20.40 

20.00 

6.05 


5.85 

5.05 

5.95 

1928. 

19.50 

19.50 

19.60 

2tf.00 

20.00 

4.75 

4.55 

4.85 

4.76 

5.30 

1929. 

31.60 

80.76 

31.30 

31.50 

31.50 

6.76 

6.70 

6.62 

6.45 

6.15 


2a 00 

20.00 

20.00 

2a 00 

20.00 

7.10 

7.20 

7.30 

8.26 

la 46 

1931. 

34.10 

34.25 

34.60 

34.50 

34.50 

10.20 

10.45 

10.45 

10.70 

ia95 

1932.-. 

13.00 

13.25 

13.60 

13.76 

13.76 

4.65 

4.40 

4.25 

4.05 

4.00 


Bureau of Agricultural Economios. Compiled from weekly reports to the bureau from seedsmen in the 
various markets. These prices are the average wholesale sellmg price for high-quality seed. 


Table 306. — Forage plant seed:^ Imports into United Stales, 1922-23 to 1931-32 


Kind of seed 


1922-23 1023-241024r251025-261920-271927-281928-29 1929-30 1930-311931-32 


Year beginning July 


Alfelfa. 

Canada bluegrass. 

Awnless bromegrass. 

Alsike clover. 

Crimson clover.-. 

Red clover.. 

White clover. 

Biennial white sweetolover-. 
Biennial yellow sweetclovOT.-.j 

Clover mixtures.. 

Grass mixtures. 

Meadow fescue. 

Broomcom millet. 

Foxtail millet. 

Orchard grass.. 

Rape, winter. 

Perennial ryegrass. 

Italian ryegrass. 

Timothy.-.. 

Hairy vetch. 

Spring vetch. 


i,000 

lbs. 

8,784 

836 


lbs. 

12,818 

817 


1,000 

lbs. 

4,763 

1,150 


5,506 


448 

520 

3,567 

7 

20 

0 ) 


11,056 
7,745 
124,729 
1,408 
4,089 
222 
74 


10,425 

4,834 

6,541 

1,227 


5,361 

65 

768 

6,884 

1,834 

860 

32 

1,609 

1,858 




6,600 

1,962 

1,034 

(*) 

3,215 

1,210 


52 

13 

«x 

258 
243 
992 
4,345 
1,335 
831 
1 


1,266 


1,000 

lbs. 

4,548 

284 

11 

110,989 
[ 5,766 
19,726 
1,666 
6,879 


G) 

13 

466 

125 

253 

6,526 

2,302 

1,683 

3 

3,986 

1,603 


1,000 

lbs. 

5,134 


4,163 
2,385 
10,816 
975 
4,130 
174 


16 

(») 


6,788 

1,203 

833 

45 

%124 

992 


1,000 

lbs. 

782 
1,102 
(») 

7,609 

1,340 

4,641 

1,778 

3,379 

116 

41 


S 

30 

173 

6,438 

1,083 

456 

23 

3,895 


1,000 

lbs. 

1,146 

1,228 

5 

4,798 

8,395 

7,647 

2,410 

1,464 

29 

250 

5 

8 

2,377 
6,982 
1,180 
300 

4,^X4 


1,000 

lbs. 

337 

60S 

4 

7,220 

3,099 

2,154 

2,278 

206 

3 

32 

5 
1 

G) 


318 

6,681 

937 

244 

37 

2.483 

821 


1,000 

lbs. 

233 

985 

4 

94 

3,079 


768 


G) 


5,119 

824 

200 


1,000 

lbs. 


1,831 

31 


8 


16 

3 


1 

3,762 

646 

75 


704 


2,365 

202 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 
Plant Industry. 


Compiled from data of the Division of Seed Investigations, Bureau 


1 Imparts repcried represent principal forage plant seed only; imports of others are small. 
> Less than 500 pounds, 
s Data not compiled. 
















































































































































STATISTICS OF BEEF CATTLE, HOGS, SHEEP, HORSES, 
MULES, AND ASSES 

Table 307 .—Cattle and calves: Estimated number on jarms and value per head in 
the United States^ January ^ 1000-1933 



Cattle and calves 


Other than milk 
cows 


''■ST 

Jan. 1 ^ 


Cattle and calves 


Other than milk 
cows 


■a- 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board 

1 Figures for 1900-1010 are tentative revised estimates. 

* Obtained by subtracting the estimates of *‘milk cows on farms ” shown in Table 373 from the estimates of 
«all cattle on farms'* shown in this table, . 

3 Data for 1000-1925 are an old series ailjusted on basis average relationship between the old and new senes 
from 1920 to 1928. Old series was weighted averages of prices by ago groups only and was shown in 1928 Year¬ 
book. The conversion factor was 0 9460 (base is old series?). Data for 192fr-l938 are a new series referred to 
above, of average values by ago and sex classification weighted by numbers In each class. 

4 Original oslunato of the Bureau of Agricultural Economies. ^ 

»Italic figures are from the census. 1900, 1910, and 1930 include sprlng-bom calves. Census dates were 
June 1, 1900; Apr. 16,1910; Jan. 1, 1920 and 1926; Apr, 1,1930. 

«Proliminury. 


163060®-83-38 





















































590 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


Table 308 .—Cattle and calves, including cows and heifers kept for milk: Esti- 
mated number on farms and value per head, by States, January 1, 19S1-19S3 


State and division 


Maine. 

New Hampshire. 

Vermont. 

Massachusetts. 

Rhode Island. 

Connecticut. 

New York. 

New Jersey. 

Pennsylvania.--. 

North Atlantic.. 


Ohio.. 

Indiana._ 

rUinois.. 

Michigan.. 

Wisconsin.. 

East North Central. 

Minnesota.. 

Iowa. 

Missouri. 

North Dakota. 

South Dakota. 

Nebraska. 

TT angftB _ 


West North Central.. 

North Central. 

Delaware. 

Maryland. 

Virrinla.. 

West Virginia. 

North Carolma. 

South Carolina-. 

Georgia. 

Florida.. 

South Atlantic. 

Kentucky. 

Tennessee. 

Alabama.. 

Mississippi. 

Arkansas. 

Louisiana. 

Oklahoma-. 

Terns. 


South Central.. 

Montana. 

Idaho. 

Wyoming. 

Colorado. 

New Mexico. 

Arizona. 

Utah. 

Nevada. 

Washington. 

Oregon. 

Callfomla. 

Western. 

United States. 


Number 

Value per head i 

1031 

1932 

1933 2 

1931 

1932 

1933 

Thous. 

Thous. 

Thous. 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

242 

249 

251 

51.20 



127 

131 

120 

67.90 


33.89 

428 

435 

437 

61.30 



1S2 

186 

186 

98.20 

{{IB 


29 

29 

29 

98.60 

Tib 

54.50 

153 

169 

160 

88.10 

67.30 


1.956 

1,986 

2,042 

69.20 

49,70 

39.10 

160 


170 


73.60 

51.10 

1,357 

1,398 

1,412 

63.50 

47.20 

33.20 

4,634 

4,736 

4,816 

68.97 

49.73 

37.09 

1,562 

1,610 

1,691 

46.80 

34.60 


1,360 

1,428 

Ml I 

42.50 

30.40 


2,265 

2,361 

2,455 

48.30 

81.70 


1,376 

1,390 

1,418 

47.70 

84 80 

25.80 

3,150 

3,213 

3,198 

61.80 

34 60 

24^ 

9,713 

10,002 

10,262 

48.30 

33.34 

24.29 

3,151 

3,246 

3,343 

41.70 

25.60 


4,063 


4,284 

42L40 

26.60 


2,542 

2,660 

2,664 

34.70 

23.80 


1,398 

1,666 

1,691 

34.90 

22.60 


1,946 

1,925 


37.30 

21.90 


3,167 

3,138 

3,358 

39.00 

24 20 


3,141 

3,298 

3,463 

33.40 

22.00 


19,408 

20,033 

20,901 

38.21 

2417 

18.32 

29,121 

30,035 



27.22 


49 

49 

50 

65.30 



277 

277 

282 

61.10 

41.20 


754 

792 

816 

33.90 



500 


525 

36.00 



532 

551 

588 

35.90 


20.60 

261 

274 

290 

33.10 

23.60 

19.50 

773 

811 

852 

23.90 



432 

458 


23.70 



3,578 

3,722 

3,883 

33.58 

25.09 

18.99 

1,010 

1,040 

IKSSI 

31.80 

23.70 

18.00 

992 

1,032 


28.80 

20.50 

15.30 

771 

810 

876 


15.80 

11.80 

937 

693 

1,062 


14.30 

ia20 

773 

848 

915 

19.20 

16.20 

12.70 

705 

740 

784 


18.20 

13.10 

2,010 

2,131 

2,280 

25.40 

18,70 

1410 

6,127 

6,127 

6,495 

23.90 

17.30 

13.40 

13,325 

13,721 

14,566 



13.61 

1,263 

1,276 

1,378 


2410 

2a 90 

630 

661 

687 

40.70 

24.60 

19.50 

830 

863 

906 


24.50 

19.90 

1,541 

1,526 

1,526 

37.80 

22.50 

la 10 

1,100 

1,144 

1,167 

30.30 

21.30 

15.20 

795 

851 

894 

33.20 

22.30 

16.50 

475 

475 

480 


22.70 

19,60 

320 

310 

295 

38.70 

25.70 

21.10 

591 

615 

646 

47.90 


25.60 

772 

795 

835 



* 21.10 

1^006 

1,926 

1,887 



25.60 

10,329 

10,442 

10,701 

4a 76 

26.46 

2 a 11 

60,987 

62,656 

65,129 

39.30 

26.63 

19*93 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 

1 Sum of total value of subgroups (classifled by age and sex) divided by total number and rounded to 
nearest dime for States. Division and United States averages not rounded. State figures ore new weighted 
value series not comparable to State figures previously published for the years prior to 1025. 

* Preliminary. 




























































































































































BEEF CATTLE, HOGS, SHEEP, HORSES, MULES, ETC. 591 

Tablb 309,— Cattle: Nvniber in countries having 150,000 or over, average 
19^1-1925, annual 1926-1931 
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Table 309.— Cattle: Number in countries having 150,000 or over, average 
1921-1925, annual 1926-1931 —Continued 



Bureau of Amcultural Economics. Compiled from official sources and the International Institute of 
Agrloolture unless otherwise stated. Figures in parentheses interpolatod. 


t Average for 5-year period if available; otherwise, for any year or years within this period except as 
otherwise stated. 

s Incomplete. 

8 Census. 

< Year 1918. 

• Unofficial. 

8 Countries reporting as of December have been considered as of Ian. 1 of the following year; 1. e., figures 
for number of cattle in France as of Dec. 31. 1925, have been put in the 1926 column, etc. 

7 This total includes countries with less than 150,000, interpolations for a few cotmtries not reporting 
each year and rough estimates for some others. 

8 Buffaloes included. 

»Year 1920. 

10 June. 

u In rural communities only. 

u Preliminary census figures for May 27. 

18 Estimate of total number based on numbv in rural communities only as compared with last year. 

14 Number in towns assumed to be same as in 1927; i. e., 177,000 and added in for purposes of companson 
witl^receding years. 

18 Estimate Based on increase in 1920 in 20 iirovlnces which supported 55 per cent of the cattle in China 
in 1914. No data available in 1920 for such important provinces as Hupeh, with 1,898,000 in 1914; Hunan 
with 2,19i000; Szechuan with 3,009,114; Zwantung with 2,288,000; and Kwangsi with 1,527,000. 

18 Including 1926 estimate of 1,324,500 cattle ^d Buffaloes in order to compare with preceding estimates. 

» Oomparable totals for number of countries indicated. 

18 Exduding Bussia as figures are not available for 1931. 

18 Estimated totals for continents are as follows in millions of head for the 5-year average 1926-1930: 
North America, Oentral America and West Indies, 80,6; South America, 101.0; Europe, exduding Bussia, 
103.8: Afnoa. 56.4: Asia, exchidine Bussia. 248.7: Oceania. 15.5; wmrld. induding Bussia, 669.8. 
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Table 310 .—Cattle and calves: Receipts at principal public otochjards and at all 
public stockyard Si 1923-1932 

CATTLE 


Chi- 

Den- 

East 

St. 

Louis 

Port 

Elan- 

cago 

vor 

Worth 

sas 

City 


Year 


Omaha 


South 
, St. 
Joseph 


South 

St. 

Paul 


Sioux 

City 


Total 
9 mar¬ 
kets I 


AU 

other 

stock¬ 

yards 

|report-| 

mg 


Tot£d 

stock¬ 

yards 

report- 

ingi 



CALVES 


1923. 

761 

69 

358 

311 

676 

108 


510 

45 

2,829 
2^910 
8,108 
2; 991 
2;834 
2,746 
2,601 
2,586 
2,406 

3,383 

6,212 

Am 

1924. 

794 

59 

350 

343 

672 

104 


534 

38 

3,613 

8,842 

3,846 

8,671 

8,543 

3,502 

3,782 

3,723 

8,356 

1926. 

848 


406 

310 

549 

116 

125 

641 

52 

1# 

1926. 

755 

56 

452 

241 

433 

mm 

116 

730 

84 

1027 _ _ 

710 

63 

444 

330 

mm 


99 

627 

62 

1928. 

762 

77 

415 

326 

351 

Ba 

87 

573 

63 

1929. 

672 

68 

391 

327 

842 

mm 

89 

546 

61 

P M 

1930. 

657 

88 

383 

331 

364 

mm 

100 

559 

82 

1931. 

647 

64 

379 

243 

292 

mm 

76 


82 

6,129 

5.501 

1932. 

447 

59 

366 


284 

m 

m 

544 

49 

2,145 






Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled ftom data of the livestock and moat-reporting service of 
the bureau. Receipts, 1900-1922, are available in 1924 Yearbook, p. 840, Table 435. 

1 Rounded totals of the complete figures. 


Table 311 .—Cattle and calves: Receipts and stacker and feeder shipments at United 
States pvhlic stockyards^ 1923-1932 

RECEIPTS, CATTLE 
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Table 311 .—CatUe and ccdves: Receipts and stacker andjeeder shipments at United 
States public stockyards^ 1928-193 ^—Continued 

STOCKEB AND FEEDER SHIPMENTS, CATTLE 




Bureau of Agrloultural Economics. Compiled f^m. data of the livestock and meat reporting service of 
the bureau. Earlier data in 1930 Yearbook, p. S29, Table 353. 


Table 312 ,—Feeder cattle, inspected: Shipments from public stockyards, 1988-1939 


Calendar year 


v/ngm ana aescmauon 


Market origin: 

Chicago, Ill. 

Denver, Colo. 

East St. Louis, Hi... 

Fort Worth, Tex_ 

Indianapolis, Xnd. _. 
Kansas City, Kans., 

Louisville, Ky. 

Oklahoma City, Okie 

Omaha, Nebr. 

Sioux Cil 3 ^ Iowa_ 

South St. Joseph, Mo 
South St. Paul, Minn 

Wichita, Kans. 

All other inspected.. 

Total_ 

State destination: 

Colorado_ 

Illinois__ 

Indiana_ 

Iowa___ 

ITftTififLq ___ 

Kentucky.. 

Michigan... 

Minnesota. 

Missouri. 

Nebraska. 

Ohio. 

Oklahoma. 

Pennsylvania. 

South Dakota. 

Texas. 

Wisconsin.. 

All other. 

Tot^*. 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Bureau of Animal Industry inspection records. 
1 Indudes 2 head shipped to Alaska in 1926 and 10 head in 1926. 















































































































BEEF CATTLE, HOGS, SHEEP, HORSES, MULES, ETC- 595 


Table 313.— J5eef cattle and veal calves: Estimated average price per 100 pounds 
received by producers in the United States, 191^8-1982 

BEEP OATTLE 





Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on reports of special price reporters. Monthly prices of beef 
cattle, by States, weighted by number of cattle Jan. 1 to obtain a i>rice for the United States; monthly prices 
of veal calves, by States, weighted by number of milk oows Jan. 1 to obtain a price for the United States; 
yearly price obtained by weighting monthly prices by receipts at prindpai markets. 


Table 314 .—Cattle and calves: Average price per 100 pounds oi Chicago, by 
months, beef steers and veal calves, 19B8-19S8 

BEEF STEERS i 



VEAL CALVES 



9.61 9.31 

9.03 9.30 8.74 

9.49 9.42 9.56 

9.91 11.04 11.09 
10.90 11.07 11.68 
13.02 13.95 13.24 
14.43 13.39 14.22 
ia55 11.36 11.03 
8.12 8.35 8.48 

6.44 6,70 6.06 



13.48 13.00 12.90 
14.22 113.94 14.56 
13.82 14.76 
9.77 1L61 
6.40 8.33 

5.26 6.21 


ices are the weighted average price of all grades of beef 
jTices from the livestock and meat reporttng ^i^oe or 
ly 1, 1927, and subsequent prices on Qood and Ohdoe 


Earlier data in 1932 Yearbook p. 777. , . ,_. 

See Crops and Markets for current prices of beef animals by classes, grades, and markets. 

i Western steers not included. 
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Table 316. — CatSe, choice steere for chilled beef: Average price per 100 pounds, by 
months at Buenos Aires, 19SS~19S8 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Deo. 

Aver¬ 

age 


DoUs. 

Dolls 

DoUa. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls, 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

1923. 

8 OS 

3.25 

3.82 

Od 

8.83 

3.56 

3.62 

3.30 

3 82 

4.10 

3.48 

3.23 

3.60 

1924.. 

Em 

EKni 

3 61 

3.50 

3 56 

3.76 

4.51 

Em 

5.15 

5 95 

5.62 

5.42 

4.38 

1925. 

5.54 

5.54 

6.20 

6.20 

6 51 

6.48 

6.54 

6.72 

6.91 

6.25 

5.66 

5.32 

0.16 

1936. 

5.40 

5.42 

5.27 

5.39 

5.52 

5.24 

5 58 

5.70 

5.45 

Em 

4.06 

4.21 , 

5.16 

1927. 

4.21 

4.73 

4.63 

Od 

4.81 

5.15 

5 95 

6.55 

6.84 

7.13 

6.34 

5.81 j 

5.60 

1928.---. 

6 11 

5.86 

6.21 

6.33 

6.65 

6.99 

6.79 

G.60 

6.67 

6.38 

5.61 

5 32 

6.29 

1929.- 


5.89 

5.87 

5.76 

5.93 

5.98 

EETl 

6.07 

Em 

6.68 

6.19 

5 85 

6.02 

1930-. 

5.80 

5.35 

5.39 

5.74 

5.57 

5.44 

5.27 

5.27 

5.22 

4.91 

4.52 

3.76 

5.19 

1931. 

3.37 

3.75 

4.21 

4.10 

3.87 

3.74 

3.54 

3.58 

3 31 

2.64 

2.54 

2.45 

3.42 



2.32 

2.18 

2.17 

2.17 

2.28 

2.29 

2.32 

2.46 


1.69 

1.58 


_ 










__ 





Bureau of Agriooltural Economios. Calculated A:om quotations in the Review of the River Plate. Prices 
piior to May, 192^ originally quoted on basis of pnce per head sui^lemented bv price per pound of dressed 
carcass weight. Calo^tions assume average dressed weight of 730 pounds or live weight of 1,259 pounds. 
Live-weight quotations per pound from May, 1924. Converted at average monthly rate of exchange as 
given in Federal Reserve Bulletins. 

Table 316 .—Cattle and calves: Annital slaughter under Federal inspection, 1907- 
1982, estimated equivalent of Federal inspection, 1880-1906, and estimated total 
slaughter {including farm) in United States, 1900-1982 ^ 


pja thousands—!, e., 000 omitted] 



^Federal meat inspection act enacted In 1906. ^Subject to revision. 




















































































































































































































































































TabiiB 317 .—Cattle and calves: Shipments^ slaughter, value of production, and income ly States, 1931 —Continued 
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w 


"""I 

27,030 

oa odT eoV Oi ^ 
•-1 *0 

105,424 

14,357 

6,700 

8,651 

20,050 

11,233 

6,338 

4,811 

3,236 

6,762 

9,204 

26,326 

116,677 

725,342 

Gross 

income 

1,000 
dollars 
3,5QG 
1,779 
3,143 
1,112 

24,397 

ilSiggig 

rJ cf eo cf « w? eg 

«D 

14.480 

5.6S5 

7,773 

20,910 

10,189 

5,094 

4,525 

3,641 

6,014 

8,470 

30,059 

116,840 

i 

ll 

II 

IfiOO 

dollars 

3,117 
1,728 
2,077 
1,305 

23,648 

IV cf eo cf «o »ft 

r-l »Q 

95,802 

14,048 

5,558 

7,573 

20.655 

9,858 

4,962 

4,325 

3,510 

5,705 

8,240 

20,253 

113,687 

666,141 

Value of 
amount 
consumed 

on farms 


1 


s 

CO 

432 

127 

200 

355 

331 

132 

200 

131 

309 

230 

806 

A 

CO 

16,779 

Farm slaughter 

Calves 

Total 

weight 

1,000 

pounds 

2,000 

625 

7,875 

690 

i 

1,320 

1,500 

1,575 

1,280 

2,100 

1,800 

3,750 

11,200 

to 

u 

4,000 

2,400 

660 

3.600 

3.300 
1,000 
2,000 

440 

6.600 
5,250 

6.300 

35,650 

167,235 

Head 




i 


B 

814 

Cattle 

Total 

weight 


g 

s 

liSiiSii 

eo ofcoeo ed U3'df *C> 

1 

§i§§i§§§§i§ 

iH cd'^jcfiefef to CO o» OS rf 

i 

00 

o 

Head 

Thou¬ 

sands 

12 

5 

12 

8 


io>oc^«o»«^co^ 

f2 


1 


Inshipments. 

Stocker, feeding, 
breeding and 

dairy 

Total 

weight 


§ 

8? 

§§i§§iii 

§ 

i 

29,250 

14,000 

13,000 

127,920 

79,360 

49,132 

6.250 
1,600 
5,600 

2.250 
126,772 

1 

3,116,286 

Head 

ll 1 



400 

gassaF:’''’'-”^ 

§ 

4,675 

1 

1 

1 

1 

n 

Calves 

Total 

weight 

»|g§li 

§ 

cf 

a if o od'cf’*o i-H 

1 

eo 

12.400 
5,680 
6,666 

18,160 

21,300 

11,880 

4,200 

2,420 

12,960 

13.400 
00,000 

i 

I 

! 

Head 

Thou¬ 

sands 

54 

32 

68 

43 

o 

U3 

Is. 

1,417 


I 

I 

oS 

Cattle 

Total 

weight 

IfiOO 

pounds 

40,000 

28.700 

47.700 
18,050 

360,435 

131,750 
154,620 
55,123 
105,600 
58,350 
72,600 
445,095 
993,030 

2,017,070 

329,400 

119,700 

171,310 

464,550 

249,200 

130,380 

80,700 

62,600 

72,000 

114,460 

513,720 

2,317,020 

13,091,477 

' 

Head 

Thou¬ 

sands 

70 

41 

106 

38 


157 

189 

1U5 

176 

92 

121 

583 

1,257 

1 

cf 

366 

133 

210 

648 

356 

205 

86 

67 

80 

118 

548 

tv 

p- 

cf 

16,131 

State and division 


North Carolina. 

South Carohna. 

Qeorria... 

Florida-. 

South Atlantic. 

Kentucky. 

Tennessee. 

Alabama. 

Mississippi. 

Arkansas. 

Louisiana. 

Oklahoma-. 

Texas.-. 

South Central. 

t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 i 1 1 1 1 • 1 1 

1 1 1 ■ 1 1 1 1 t 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 t 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 • 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 t 1 1 1 1 1 1 t 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 t 1 

1 1 t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

... 

1 1 1 1 1 1 I I 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

i t t 1 > 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 t 1 I > ■ 

1 1 • 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

! 1 1 IS 1 ! ! p ! 

IJIIlijMy 

SSpo12;^|dJz;P(5o 

1 

1 

1 

\ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

t 

1 

1 

t 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

• 

1 

TTnited States—. 
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Table 318. — Cattle and calves: Slaughter in specified countries^ 19SS$-19$^ 


Year 

United 

States 

federally 

inspected 

Canada, 

total 

Argentina, 
mcludmg 
chilling, 
freezmg, 
sidtmg,and 
canned- 
meat 
works 1 

Uruguay, 
excluding 
farm a 

Australia, 

total 

New Zea¬ 
land, total 3 


Thovsands 

Thousands 

Thousands 

Thousands 

Thousands 


1923. 

13,663 


3,338 

1,393 



1924. 

14,528 

1,864 

4,321 

1,173 


573 

1926. 

15,206 

1,921 

3,871 

1,233 

2,434 


1926. 

15,333 



1,293 


619 

1927. 

14,396 

1,993 

3,723 

1,239 

2.189 


1928. 

13,147 

1,949 

3,189 

1,272 



1929. 

12,813 

1,963 

3,024 

1,375 

1,947 

811 

1930. 

12,765 

1,904 



1,787 

894 

1931. 

12,825 

1,702 

2,453 



0 969 

1932#. 

12,118 

(«) 

2,336 


U) 







Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from official sources and cabled reports from agricultural 
representatives abroad. 


1 Including municipal and private slatmhterhouses, the figures were as follows, in thousands: Aveio* 
192&-1030, 0,380. I'he numbers killed in freezing and chilling plants alone were as follows, In thousand 
1927, 3,224; 1928,2,830; 1929,2,792; 1930,2,679; 1931, 2,297; 1932,2,214. 

a Slauahteriug in freezing and chilling plants alone were as follows, in thousands: 1027, 695; 1928, 697; 
1929, 853; 1030,1,108; 1931.901; 1932, 751. 

® For years beginning Apr. 1. 

^ Slaughter for export only amounted to 397,168 head in 1932 compared with 425,000 in 1931 and 429,000 
in 1930. 

fi Preliminary estimate. 

6 Inspected slaughter, only, was 937,000 in 1932 compared with 963,000 in 1931. 


Table 319. — Beef: Stocks in cold-storage warehouses and meat-packing establish' 
tnentSf United States, 192S-19S2 


Kind and year 

Jan.l 

Feb.l 

Mar.l 

Apr.l 

Mayl 

June 1 

July 1 

Aug. 1 

Sept.l 

Oct.l 

Nov.l 

Dec.l 

Beef, frozen: 

1923. 

1 

H 

s 

H 

m 

H 

m 

■ 

■ 

H 

s 

i,000 

pounds 

71,024 

76,731 

1924. 

79,944 

76.769 

68,075 

52,941 

41,784 

46,887 


29,435 

29,135 

28,590 

45,857 

1025_ 

ni;947 

55.705 


87,684 

67,271 



EIS3 

19,766 


50,436 


43,528 

32,372 

26,649 


21,311 

25,267 

38,070 

59,603 

1927. 



60,946 

39,712 

28,253 

51,442 

67.273 

28,719 


18,562 

17,241 

19,456 

26,696 


1928 . 

1929 . 

1930 . 



37,625 

60,664 

64.146 

n 

17,256 

35,759 

46,810 

■ 

B 


41,635 

51,902 

47,221 

60,188 

70,390 

54,894 

1931. 

47,334 

35,663 

24.987 



81.196 

28,842 

24.061 

20,861 

14,139 


26,364 

1032_ 

31,377 



17,856 

14,975 

12,943 


27,843 


25.210 

24.013 

23,816 

22,886 

21,781 

21,416 

20,697 

19,649 

22,142 

1924. 

1025 

22,711 

28,758 

24,833 

ElES 

EIED 


24,285 

27,731 

n 

WM 


mm 

21,387 

20,473 

23,119 

23,508 

23,128 

1926. 

II 

26,192 

27,253 

26,214 


25,03C 

122,539 



26,374 

1927. 

27; 823 
20,978 
21,873 
26.328 

27,361 


21,604 

16,558 


ISEE 



w 

19,778 

1928. 

19; 732 

19,631 

17.941 

14,982 

13,462 


19,444 

23,054 

18,498 

13,794 

13,186 

1929. 

21,285 

20,942 


17,437 

16,296 

14,845 

15,802 

1 17,438 


1930. 

26,798 

24.597 

21,643 

18,253 


18,761 

17,322 


16,041 

1931. 

10,636 

16,387 

KiKi: 

20,288 


19,062 


16,844 

14,089 


13,536 

12,712 

1932. 

15,138 

15,444 

14,909 

14,38f 

13,226 

12,053 

11,744 

11,433 

11,776 










Bureau of Agricultural Econonoics. Compiled from reports made by cold-storage establishments. 
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Table 320 .—Beef and beef 'products: International trade, average 1925-1929, 

annual 1929-1931 


Calendar year 


Country 

Average 1926-1929 

1929 

1930 

19311 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 


Exports 

Imports 


Imports 

PEINCIPAL BXPOBTING 

COUNTETE8 

Argentina.. 

TTniffnav 

1 


1,000 

pounds 

1,234.142 
220,814 
277,686 
206,520 
126,442 
91,082 
167,272 
33,192 
14,613 
25,950 
12,918 
* 13,705 
9,516 
3,050 
3.838 

1,000 

pounds 

63 

0 

1,211 
117,779 
146,749 
796 
5,535 
5,324 
11,142 
9,158 
1,521 
<3 
4,518 
1,865 
50 


1,000 

pounds 

66 

0 
863 
137,113 
63,872 
592 
5,794 
3,784 
9,530 
6,311 
1,904 
‘2 
4,275 
1,815 
38 

1,000 

pounds 

1,115,663 

1,000 

pounds 

112 

ml 

214,821 

148,062 
100,801 
105,358 

150,182 

7,800 
77,568 
22,240 
21,520 

2,973 

591 

4,376 


Total--. 

FBINCIFAL lUrOBTIKO 
COUNTRIES 

United Kingdom.... 

Germany,,. 

France. 

Belgium-,. 

Japan—.- 

Cuba 

2,872,976 

289,592 

2,439,639 

305,714 

2,423,035 

235,068 

1,072; 044 

190,242 

34,345 
4,267 
35,552 
37,959 

0 

267 

336 

8,759 

55 

1,880 

1,254 

0 

464 

682 

799 

89 

11 

126 

1,796,364 
386,911 
147,055 
122,166 
68,201 
44,490 
23,611 
19,664 
16,786 
14,365 
11,346 
11,013 
8,165 
6,958 
6,373 
5,235 
4,767 
3,645 

23,446 
! 8,656 

39,806 
21,977 
0 
258 
324 
7,616 
20 
2,634 
1,247 
0 
410 
842 
963 
103 
10 
176 

1,638,697 
253,740 
66,477 
76,798 
68,059 
43,418 
16,833 
15,028 
17,731 
11,295 
10,969 
10,849 
4,918 
7,600 
7,401 
5,643 
5,986 j 
2,711 1 

29,176 
21,478 
37,723 
19,661 

0 

0 

261 

9,333 

41 

1,585 

978 

0 

248 

728 

626 

89 

0 

146 

t-T 

40,863 

9,948 

33,995 

14,136 

0 

1,667,824 

74,976 

156,341 

96,023 

74,426 

Italy. 

Sweden. 

Spain. 

Norway__ 

British India.. 

OaedS^ovaMa.. 

Briti^ Malaya. 

Switzerland. 

Finland. 

. 

H 

1 


126,843 

2,696,113 

108,387 

2,254,053 

122,053 

2,231,306 

108,490 

2,180,815 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources. 


1 Preliminaiy, ® 4-year average. 

3 Year ended June 30. * International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 


Table 321.— Caitle-tick eradication: Progress and status of the work December 5, 

1932 



Quarantined 
counties on— 

Eeleased counties to 
Deo. 5,1932 

Beleased counties tick hreo on 
Nov. 1— 

State 












Julyl, 

1906 

Dec. 5, 
1932 

Tick 

free 

or more 
infested 

coun¬ 
ties re- 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931 

1932 





herds 

leased 






Alabama. 

67 

0 

67 


67 

59 


64 

67 

67 

Arkansas. 

75 

0 

60 

15 

75 

45 


53 

55 

60 

California. 

15 

0 

15 

0 

15 

15 


15 

16 

15 

Florida. 

67 

18 

46 

3 

49 

22 

30 

33 

41 

46 

Georgia. 

158 

0 

157 

1 

158 

164 

156 

158 

168 

167 

Kentucky... 

2 

0 

2 

0 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

Louisiana.—.-.— 

64 

42 

10 

12 

22 

8 

3 

10 

17 

10 

Mississippi. 

Missouri. 

82 

4 

0 

0 

77 

4 

5 

0 

82 

4 

45 

4 

65 

4 

78 

4 

77 

4 

77 

4 

North Carolina. 

73 

0 

73 

0 

73 

73 

73 

70 

73 

73 

Oklahoma__ 

61 

0 

61 

0 

61 

54 

60 

61 

61 

61 

South Carolina.. 

46 

0 

46 

0 

46 

46 

46 

46 

46 

46 

Tennessee.—. 

42 

0 

42 

0 

42 

42 

42 

42 

42 

42 

Texas.—.—. 

198 

41 

126 

31 

157 

79 

94 

116 

113 

126 

Virginia__| 

31 

0 

31 

0 

31 


1 

31 

30 

31 

Total..1 

985 

101 

817 

67 

884 1 

1 ^ 



801 

817 


Bureau of Animal Industry. 
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322.— Hogs, iiuHuding mgs; Estimated number on farms and value ver 
head, by States January 1, 1931-19S3 ^ 



Maine... 

New Hampshire. 

Vermont. 

Massachusetts.-- 
Ehode Island-... 

Connecticut_ 

New York. 

New Jersey. 

Pennsylvania..— 


North Atlantic-. 


Ohio. 

Indiana.--. 

Illinois. 

Micbipran.. 
Wisconsin. 


East North Central. 11,104 

Minnesota. 3,666 

Iowa. 10,609 

Missouri. 3,488 

North Dakota. 766 

South Dakot a. 3,000 

Nebraska. 4,820 

Kansas. 2,487 

West North Central. 28,736 


North Oentral- 


Ddaworo. 

Maryland. 

Virginia. 

West Virginia- 
North Carolina. 
South Carolina.. 

Georgia. 

Florida. 


South Atlantic. 


Kentucky...- 
Tennossoo—- 

Alnbama. 

Mississippi.., 
Arkansas.... 
Iioulsiana.... 
Oklahoma. . 
Texas. 


South Central. 


Value per head i 



2,072 

2,953 

4,900 

661 

1,668 

2,486 

3,573 

5,390 

773 

1,011 

12,244 

13,833 



3,884 

3,496 

13.10 

6.30 

11,140 

10,818 

13.40 

6.30 

4,100 

4,390 

8.90 

6.70 

761 

623 

12.40 

5.40 

2,040 

2,142 

13.40 

5.40 

5,334 

4,374 

13.40 

5.90 

3,100 

3,233 

10.50 

5.50 

30,368 

29,071 

12.54 

5.98 



Montana 
Idaho 



7,114 

8,393 

9,711 

280 

270 

262 

324 


137 

123 

68 

520 

624 

512 

62 

74 

78 

21 

23 

24 

77 

85 

87 

18 

21 

19 

183 

220 

242 

206 

246 

221 

660 

672 

706 

2,333 

2,664 

2,522 

54,399 

69,078 

60,716 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 

1 Sum of total value of subgroups (claaslfled by age and sex), divid^ by tot^ number and round^ to 
nearest dime for States. Division and United States averages not rounded. State figures are new weighted 
value series not comparable to State figures previously published years prior to 1925. 

> FroUminary. 
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Table 323.— Hogs: Estimated number on farms and value per head in the United 
States, January 1, 1900-1933 


Year 

Hogs 

Year 

Hogs 

Year 

Hogs 

Number 1 

Value 
per head 
Jan. 13 

Number! 

Value 
per head 
Jan. 13 

Number! 

Value 
per head 
Jan. 13 

lonn 8 



1911. 


DoUars 

9.90 

8.46 

10.42 
10.99 

10.43 
8.88 

12.42 
2a 65 
23.28 

1923. 

ThOVr 

sands 

69,304 

66,676 

60,864 

66,770 

52,085 

56,468 

61,772 

68,789 

68, m 

55,301 

64,399 

69,078 

6a716 

Dollars 

12.29 

1030 



1912 

1924. 

1900. 

5.28 

6.55 

7.43 

8.22 

6.50 

6.33 

6.53 

8.05 

6.39 

6.92 

1913. 

1925 *. 

1001 

1914 

1925. 

13.16 
16.66 
17.19 

13.17 
12.94 

1902 

191fi-__ _ _ 

1926. 

1002 

1916. 

1927. 

1904 

1917 

1928_ 

i9on 

■nrrwMMi 


1908__ 

1 1919_ 


1907 



13.46 

1L36 

014 

4.21 

1Q0g 



1931. 

1900 _ 

1921. 

1932. 

1983 «. 


1922 

rRTnttBBB 

9.69 





Bareaa of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Orop Reporting Board. 

1 Figures far 1900-1919 are tentative revised estimates of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

3 Data for 1900-1925 are an old series for all hogs as reported, adjusted on oasis average relationship be* 
tween the new and the old series from 1926 to 1928. Old series was shown in 1928 Yearbook. Oonversion 
factor was 1.057 G)ase was old series). Data for 1926-1933 are a new series, referred to above, of average 
vsdues by age and sex classification weighted by numbers in each dass. 

8 Original estimate of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

* Il^c figures are from the census. Census dates were June 1, 1900; Apr. 15,1910; Jan 1, 1920 and 1925; 
Apr. 1, 1930. 1900,1910, and 1930 indude spring-bom pigs. 

* Preliminary. 

Table 324.— Hogs: Numbers in countries having 160,000 and over, average 1931- 

1935, annual 1936-1931 
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Table 324.— Hogs: Numbers in countries having ISOfiOO and over, average 1921-^ 
19^5, annual 1926—1981 —Continued 



Bujromi of Agricultural Economics. Offlcial estimates and International Institute of Agriculture unless 
otherwise stated, figures in parentheses are Interpolated. 

1 Average for d-year i>eriod if available, otherwise for any year or years within that period unless otherwise 
stated. 

* Incomplete. 

* Census. 

* This total includes countries with less than 150,000, interpolations for a few countries not reporting each 
year, and rough estimates for some others. 

* Year J920. 

® UnofUoial. 

T Estimates reported as of December have been considered as of Jan. 1 of the following year, i. e., the figure 
for the number of swine in France as of Dec. 31, 1926, has been put in the 1926 column. 

8 Year 1922. 

»June. 

18 Number in rural communities. 

« Figures for Sept. 16 are as foUows: 1927,1,387,000; 1930,1,761,000; 1931,1,724,000. 

■8 May.^ 

Octob^, 

A^^^loS^iiSK' ^taSstichf A^tractruidVn of Sodffi£^ 1?^. " 

Estimates for m China based on official estimate for 1920 in 20 Provinces which supported over 60 per 
cent of the total in China in 1914. . ^ » 

^8 Comparable totals for the number of countries indicated. 

Estops ?otS£r*for continents are as follows: In millions of head for the 6-year ave^e 19^1^: 
North America, Central America, and West Indies, 69.1; South Ameri(% 26,8; Emrope, eacduding Russia, 
70.9; 2 . 4 ; Asia, excluding Russia, 73.3; Oceania, 1.6; world, including Russia, 264.0 
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Table 325. — Hogs: Receipts at principal public stockyards and all public stoch 

yards, 1923-1932 


Year 

Chi¬ 

cago 

Den¬ 

ver 

East 

St. 

Louis 

Port 

Worth 

Kan¬ 

sas 

City 

Oma¬ 

ha 

South 

St. 

Joseph 

South 

St. 

Paul 

Sioux 

City 

Total 

9 mar¬ 
kets 1 

All 

Other 

stock- 

yards 

report- 

mg 

Total 

all 

stock 

yards 

re¬ 

port¬ 

ing! 


ThOUr 


Thou- 

Tftoit- 

Thou- 

RBI 

Thou- 

Thofu- 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 


sands 


sands 

sands 

sands 


sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

1923. 


495 

4,831 

486 

3,615 

3,649 

2,467 

8,338 

2,989 

82,321 

23,000 

55,330 

1924. 


669 

4,580 

392 

2,933 

3,978 

2,234 

3,751 

3,732 

32,613 

22,801 

66,414 

1925. 

7.996 

467 

3,512 

312 

2,067 

3,355 

1,673 

3,637 

8,396 

26,416 

17,614 

43,920 

1928. 


497 

3,536 

217 


2,647 

1,462 

3,451 

2,476 

23,413 

16,359 

39,772 

1927. 

7,724 

467 

3.710 

338 

1,904 

2,631 

1,425 

3,105 

2,322 

23,616 

17,796 

41,411 

1928. 

8,539 

667 


432 

2,391 

3,179 

1,724 

2,902 

2,764 

26,526 

20,002 

46,627 

1929. 

8.193 

639 

3,865 

402 

2,476 

3,166 

1,627 

2,869 

2,313 

26,460 

18,647 

44,097 

1930. 

mrmM 

512 

3,459 

279 


8,363 

1,446 

2,769 

2,317 

24,021 

16,763 

40,774 

1931. 

7.942 

697 

2,970 

216 

1,337 

3,525 

1,322 

3,251 

2,646 

23,805 

16,733 

39,638 

1932. 


652 

2,626 

265 

1,356 

3,078 

1,226 

2,600 

1,955 

20,351 

14,677 

36,028 


Bnre&u of A^coltural Economics. GompQed from data of the livestock and meat reporting service of 
the bureau. Receipts, 1900-1022 are available in 1924 Yearbook, p. 902, Table 500. 


1 Rounded totals of complete figures. 


Table 326. — Hogs: Receipts at United Stales public stockyards, 1923-1932 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Total 

1923 . 

1924 . 

1926 . 

1926._ 

1927 . 

1928-_ 

1929_ 

1930- .- 

1931- — 

1932- -— 

Thou¬ 

sands 

5,306 

6,253 

6,105 

4^304 

4,252 

5,306 

5,183 

4,720 

4,652 

4,218 


Thou¬ 

sands 

4.927 

4,833 

3,528 

3,679 

3,754 

4,639 

3,436 

3,294 

8,207 

2,939 

Thou¬ 
sands 
4,318 
4,374 
8,247 
3,135 
3,142 
3,483 
3,582 
3,255 
3,067 
2,960 

Thou¬ 
sands 
4,624 
4,321 
3,283 
8,037 
3,613 
3,723 
3,431 j 
3,293 
2,938 
3,050 

Thou¬ 

sands 

4,204 

4,296 

3,607 

3,143 

8,776 

3,648 

3,275 

3,215 

2,854 

2,545 

i 

Thou¬ 
sands 
3,714 
3,197 
2,549 
2,804 
3,042 
2,523 
2,064 
2,617 
2^454 
2,405 

Thou¬ 

sands 

3,607 

3,216 

2,741 

2,819 

2,565 

2,600 

3,089 

2,799 

2.727 

2,505 

Thou 

sands 

4,816 

3,990 

3,390 

3,261 

3,039 

8,666 

3,701 

3,441 

3,462 

2,691 

Thou 
sands 
5,416 
4,004 
3,843 
3,554 
3,666 
4,075 
3,933 
3,439 
3,752 
2,776 

1 

Thou 
sands 
65,330 
55,414 
43,929 
39,772 
41,411 
46,527 
44,097 
4a 774 
39,538 
36,028 


Bureau of .^^jicultural Economics. Oompiled from data of the livestock and meat reporting service of 
the bureau. Earlier data in 1930 Yearbook, p. 850, Table 376. 


Table 327. — Hogs: Monthly average live weight at Chicago, 192$-24 to 1932-3$ 


Crop 

Year 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Aver- 

Oct.- 

Mar.! 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Aver¬ 

age 

Apr.- 

Sopt.i 


Lbs. 

Lbs. 

Lbs. 

Lbs. 

Us. 

Lbs. 

Lbs. 

Us. 

Lbs. 

Lbs. 

Lbs. 

Lbs. 

wi 

Us. 

1923-24. 

247 

234 

231 

227 

229 

237 

234 

239 

239 

241 

251 

255 


246 

1924r26. 

235 


214 



229 


235 

236 

238 

249 

256 


214 

1926-26. 

242 

228 


231 

235 

245 

234 

244 

247 

255 

271 

281 

267 

261 

1926-27. 

232 

217 



229 

240 

227 

239 

243 

248 

267 

266 

261 

262 

1027-28. 

235 

215 

217 

226 


235 


233 

234 

239 

251 

267 

251 

244 

1028-29. 

247 

238 

231 


228 

238 

235 

241 

239 

247 

267 

266 

269 

251 

1929-30. 

242 

223 

224 


231 

235 

230 

234 

238 

245 

267 

256 

244 

246 

1980-81. 

227 

221 

226 

236 

237 

242 

231 

240 

240 

251 

258 

256 

240 

248 

1931- 32. 

1932- 83. 

222 

241 

217 

231 

223 

229 

Emjji 

233 

. 

237 

227 

238 

. 

239 

_ 

|gg 

260 

263 

260 

251 















Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Livestock and meat reporting service. Weighted average of packer 
and shipper purchases. Data for 1900-1923 are available in 1924 Yearbook, p. 909, Table 606. 

i Simple average. 
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Tablh 328 .— Hoffs: Estimated average price per 100 pounds received hy vrodueers 
in the United States, 19SS-S3 to 198S-33 ^ ^ 


Juno 

July 

Aug. 

15 

15 

15 


Dot- 
lars 
7.(16 
6.54 
9.62 
11.76 
11.19 

8.14 7.80 7.61 
7.95 8.18 8.88 
8.54 18.53 8.80 9.48 
8.20 7.44 7.25 6.81 


4.36 I 3.70 3.76 3.53 
2.73 I • 



Bureau of ARricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, by 
States, weighted by number of hogs Jan, 1, to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained by 
weighting monthly prices by Federal inspected slaughter. For previous data see 1931 or earlier Yearbooks. 

Table 329. — Hogs: Average price per 100 pounds al Chicago, hy months, 192$-19SB 


Year Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. 




Dolls. 

7.34 
12.06 
13.55 
9.69 
9.67 

10.81 

10.02 

6.58 

3.34 

Dolls.l 
7.04 
12.67 
14.01 
8.78 
9.91 
10.72 
9.52 
6.36 
8.62 





1923- 24 . 7.42 

1924- 25. 9.91 

1925- 26- 11.31 

1926- 27- 12.72 

1927- 28. 10.39 

1928- 29 . 67 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32, 

1932- 38 


Bureau ot Amdcultural Economics. Oompilod from reports of packer and shaper purchases; such pmv 
cdiases do not indudo pigs, boor^ stags, extremely rough sows, or cripples. Tne yearly figures are the 
simple average of the October to September prices. Data for ldOl-1922 are available in 1932 Yearbook, 
p. 789, Table 330. See Crops and Markets for current prices of hogs by classes and grades. 

Table 330. — Swine: Annual slaughter under Federal inspection, 1907-1939, esti¬ 
mated equivalent of Federal inspection, 1880-1906, and estimated total slaughter 
{including farm) in United States, 1900-1932^ 

[In thousands; i. o., 000 omitted] 


Calendar Federally a 


Total. 



Bureau of Animal Industry and Bureau of Agricultural Economics, 
t Federal meat inspection act enacted in 1906. 

363060^-33-39 


i Subject to revision. 
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Table 331. — Hogs: Shipments, slav^kter, value of production and income hy States, 

1931 


Value 
Gross ofpro- 
Inoome duc- 
tion 



Western_ 

United States. 


. - _, 5,905 29>503 1 36,408| 88,462 

.54,48412,432,629 1,039116,40512,7972,978,001 157,300 739,679 


Bureau ofAgricultural Economics. Estimates Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates and are pre- 
as shoym In Tables 461 and 452 are computed from the data shown in 
this table. The dinerenoe between gross income and value of production axi^ from the foot that in com¬ 
puting value of production allowance is made for changes in inventory numbers at the beginning and 
end of the year, while In computing income these changes are not us^. 
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Table 332.— Hogs: Slaughter in specified countries, 192S-19S2 


607 


Year 


L924.. 

L925-. 

1926- 

1927- 

1928- 

1929.. 

1930.. 

1931.. 
1932 3. 


United 

States, 

Federally 

inspected 

Canada, 

total 

Germany, 

inspected 

slaughter 

Den- 
mark, in 
export 
slaughter¬ 
houses 

England 
and 
Wales, 
sold on 
farms for 
slaughter^ 

Scotland, 
sold off 
farms for 
slaughter* 

Ireland, 

by bacon 
curers 

Nether¬ 
lands, 
slaughter 
for con¬ 
sumption 
and 
export 

ThOVr 
sands 
. 53,334 

. 52,873 

. 43,043 

. 40,636 

. 43,633 

. 49,796 

- 48,445 

- 44,266 

- 44,772 

. 45,244 

Thou¬ 

sands 

6,056 

6,626 

6,720 

6,636 

6,965 

5,880 

6,747 

5,248 

6,187 

(*) 

Thou¬ 

sands 

5,830 

10,527 

12,090 

13,072 

17,279 

19,480 

17,262 

18,041 

20,520 

18,948 

ThOVr 

sands 

3,414 

4,024 

3,766 

3,838 

5,098 

5,373 

4,994 

6,132 

7,320 

77,600 

Thou¬ 
sands 
3,691 
4,500 
3,588 
3,074 
3,680 
4,109 
3,244 
3,214 
3,838 

m 

Thou¬ 

sands 

245 

242 

(«) 

Thou¬ 
sands 
951 
1,116 
916 
914 
1,064 
1,272 
1,146 
1,034 
1,091 
«1,121 

Thou¬ 
sands 
1,785 
2,768 
2,810 
2,440 
8,041 
8,077 
2,415 
2,746 
33,900 
3 3,900 


Bureau of Agricultural Eoonoiulcs. Compiled from official sources and cabled reports from agricultural 
representatives abroad. For earlier years see U. S. Department of Agriculture Yearbook 1931. 

1 Years beginning Apr. 1. 

3 Estimates for year based on 6 months’ total slaughter. The number of hogs ^ughtered for bacon, 
mostly for export, is estimated at 1,464,000 head in 1932 compared with 1,499,000 m 1931. The decrease in 
slatmhter for export in 1932 was practically balanced by increased home consumption. 

3 Preliminary estimates. 

< Inspected slaughter alone was 2,723,000 head compared with 2,243,000 in 1931. 

3 Estimated slaughter in the United Kingdom and Irish Free State for year b^dmilng Apr. 1, was as 
follows: 1923,5,713; 1924, (6,285; 1026,4,804; 1926,4,439; 1927,5,675; 1928,6,168; 1929,4,759; 1930,4,858; 1931,5,844. 

Table 333.— Lard, refined: Average pHce per 100 pounds at Chicago, hy months, 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Aver¬ 

age 


Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

1923_ 


13.25 

13.87 

13.42 

13.12 

13.18 

12.84 

12.83 

15.06 

15.22 

16.72 

15.04 

■FI?] 

1924_ 

14.52 

13.03 

12.84 

12,60 

12.19 

12.13 

13.65 

15.94 

16.25 

18.05 

16.68 


1465 

1926_ 

17.69 


18.25 

17.07 

16.60 

18.13 

18.42 

18.94 

18.95 

18.75 

18.50 

16.67 

17.90 

1928_ 

16.81 

16.44 


16.76 

17.18 

18.48 


17.38 

17.60 

16.75 

15.75 

15.25 

16.91 

1927_ 

13.59 

13.72 

14.38 

14.32 

14.12 

13.35 

12.25 

12.54 

14.25 

14 50 

13.60 

13.25 

13.66 

1928_ 

12.50 

11.60 


12.60 

13.10 

13.50 


14.70 

16.25 

1440 

13.62 

12.88 

13.30 

1929_ 

12.76 

12.76 

13.31 


12.85 

12.85 

13.22 

13.56 

13.81 

13.17 

12.21 

11.94 

12.97 


11.45 

12.38 

12,12 

11.66 

11.60 

■IKiHl 


12.44 

14.25 

13.94 

12.31 


12.02 

1931_ 

0.62 

8.94 





8.65 

8.32 

9.00 


8.47 

7.66 


1932-—. 

6.50 

6.53 

6.70 

6.00 

5.50 

5.33 

6.96 

7.00 

6.75 

6.25 

6.19 

5.28 

6.25 


Bureau of Agricultural EconomlGS. Compiled from data of the livestock and meat reporting service 
of the bureau. Beginning January, 1927, prices represent refined lard in hardwood tubs, earlier prices 
represent pure lard in tierces. Prices 1905 to December, 1922, available in 1927 Yearbook, p. 1018. 


Table 334.— Lard, American prime western steam: Average price per pound, in 
tierces, at Liverpool, 192S--19S2 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Deo. 

Aver¬ 

age 



Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

CeiOs 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

CeTits 

Cents 

Cents 



■Fill 

13.7 

13.6 

12.9 

EF13 

12.7 

12.7 

14 0 

145 

15.7 

15.1 

13.7 



13.1 

12.8 

12.7 

12.3 

12.2 

13.7 

15.8 

15.8 

18.1 

17.2 

18.1 

147 



*17.6 

18.7 

17,8 

17.6 

19.1 

19.3 

19.2 

19.2 

17.9 

17.8 

16.6 

18.2 


Erjy* 

16.5 

16.5 

16.0 

*17.6 

18.4 

17.8 

17.0 

16.6 

15.8 

142 

14 3 

16.5 

1927_ 

143 

14.4 

14 4 

143 

141 

144 

14 3 

13.8 

146 

144 

140 

13.5 

142 

1928_ 

13.6 

12.9 

13.0 

13.3 

13.4 

13.3 

13.7 

13.9 

144 

13.9 

13.4 

13.2 

13.5 

1929_ 

mEmm 

13.5 

13.9 

13.6 

13.4 

13.5 

13.9 

ia8 

13.6 

12.7 

12.1 

11.8 

13.2 

iQsn 

11.9 

12.2 

11.8 

11.8 

11.8 

11,3 

11.2 

12.3 

13.2 

13.2 

12.5 

1L3 

12.0 

1981 _ 


9.8 

10.5 

10.3 

9.5 

10.0 

9.5 

8.8 

8.7 

9.0 

8.2 

7.3 

‘9.2 

1932.. 

6.7 

6.5 

6.7 ; 

6.3 

5.8 

6.6 

6.9 

7.0 

7.0 

6.1 

7.6 

6.4 

6.6 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Manchester Guardian. An average of Friday 
quotations. Converted at monthly average rate of exchange as given in Federal Beserve Batins to 
1926, inclusive; subsequently at par of exchange, except that beginning with September, 1931, the conver¬ 
sions were at monthly average rates of exchsmge. 

12 quotations only. ‘Average for 11 months. 
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Table 335. — Lard and pork: Stocks in cold-storage warehouses and meat-packing 
establishments^ United States, 192S-19S2 ^ 


Product and 
year 



Nov. 1 Dec. 1 


1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

Lard: pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pmnds 

1923 . 48,808 66,266 69,101 66,743 86,261 84,630 123,896143,679116,860 72,608 36,226 36,327 

1924 _ 49,340 64,130 68,610 86,722102,317 127,949 162,620149,672124,676 84,198 31,706 36,713 

1926. 61,049112,704161,927160,182161,499 138,296146,019 146,924114,724 71,626 87,266 33,710 

1926 _ 42,478 64,187 76,146 93,108 98,366 106,824 120,527 163,672161,233105,668 72,366 46,744 

1927 . 49,992 69,676 77,103 92,069 99,611111,976147,318179,136167,018118,174 72,121 46,164 

1928 . 64,865 84,007121,082164,606173,088 186,073 214,470 204,939177,888126,890 83,474 67,267 

1929 . 86,217140,626178,864179,428 184,748183,490199,609 203,010180,086163,690 99,845 68,517 

1930 _ 82,098 02,171111,914106,067104,906116,270 120,322118,363 88,868 69,732 36,211 31,682 

1931 . 61,434 62,624 74,977 78,249 96,603 103,366116,561121,926 96,047 69,296 39,766 34,824 

1932 . 61,224 78,430 02,861106,636111,007 128,103130,363 121,618100,577 70,656 34,410 29,766 

Dry salt cured 

and in proc¬ 
ess of core: 

1923 .121,125166,922178,024 206,429 227,728 214,463 217,862 221,716191,711146,974 108,860110,824 

1924 .148,121167,607178,268192,934191,882 206,009 212,168 202,618180,127135,702 81,460 78,871 

1926.118,718 136,126160,819142,960146,648 142,292 162,618 164,374162,666128,699 106, 011 96,746 

1926 .119,617188,005144,071161,286140,324136,801148,164168,882172,766143,572 98,621 66,766 

1927 . 68,203 86,135101,160124,676129,637143,143 173,266 186,920178,107140,420100,922 77,240 

1928 . 97,335119,761160,609178,012173,652169,663 174,906 164,473166,462126,899 101,123102,440 

1929 .148, on 167,661179,776178,696185,680 171,460 163,806 172,308160,619139,266 111, 092 88,782 

1930 .107,782116,288123,740116,663110,303 105,913108,171114,096 97,237 71,143 43,194 48,931 

1931 . 70,188 108,304129,278141,226147,995148,682164,949 168,506163,607116,180 79,463 63,121 

1932 . 87,188103,827122,902124,242127,146 128,423118,002111,210108,779 91,365 66,337 60,874 

Pickled,> cured, 

and in proc¬ 
ess of cure: 

1923. 377,107 412,806 451,279 469,130 499,119 483,673 473,669 449,441413,798 367,374 326,466 384,604 

1924..434,030 468,892 600,784 612,190 600,683 483,372 473,914 443,918 408,928 361,486 283,710 299,868 

1925 . 398,521443,026 483,302 468,099 467,396 426,481 407,610 373,227 338,166 284,486 266,684 261,128 

1926 _ 294,642319,726345,661846,049338,906 320,806888,306340,687330,326293,106 267,726 266,222 

1927 . 306,904 362,681892,642 420,037 436,967 432,966 450,172 440,744 407,239 341,460 289,653 276,916 

1928 _ 320,436 370,916 461,264 496,322 480,069 469,878 464,826 408,994 361,936 286,309 266,988 292,626 

1929 . 375,217 424,921473,916 453,612 462,868 443,044 430,317 412,649 882,760 342,038 804,400 316,180 

1930..368,126 392,123 443,882 430,926 411,705 392,403 396,810 880,182 329,074 283,979 249,486 285,636 

1931 .328,010 402,448 463,042 431,926 453,038 434,324 403,908 362,423 311,986 277,148 247,986 264,206 

1932 _ 334,860383,273446,346 419,687 430,772 442,222411,208 372,787349,669328,300 308,032 291,177 

Frozen: 

1923 . 72,278 120,196164,377189,116 213,224 210,645 217,074 196,002148,768 98,796 71,640 82,068 

1924 _126,718 164,491199,044 227,284 216,767 201,728186,666 164,049121,816 77,986 42,661 48,781 

1926_130,125199,642231,234 218,608 201,246180,645168,627 131,036 93,078 64,294 29,910 27,163 

1926_ 67,960 98,311120,115129,259 124,669117,366120,707138,104119,994 77,673 49,376 55 241 

1027_ 97,660 160,266177,876193,733 204,608 211,742 220,847 214,607181,072126,887 76,644 66,666 

1928 -106,664 164,971264,043323,403 306,961289,825285,628 246,714173,617103,879 66,049 66,696 

1929 -151,811246,798291,060 289,764 286,110 256,291247,816 229,397176,131119,204 76,910 84,667 

1930 .146,078 178,696 217,942206,417189,692176,861174,240 167,167124,648 92,306 64,127 77,137 

1931 .122,994 216,422271,088270,620 266,491 244,746 215,794 180,883129,671 81,669 53,466 69,237 

1932 .141,758187,061244,151 248,268241,146 225,221194,971159,056120,638 78,689 60,179 61,847 


Bureau of A griculturol Economics. Compiled from reports made by cold-storage establishments. 

1 Lard Includes all prime steam, kettle-rendered, neutral, and other pure lards. It does not include lard 
substitutes nor compounds. 

i Pickled pork mdudes sweet-pickled, plain-brine, and barreled pork. 
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Table 836. —Pork and pork products: International trade, average 19S6-19S9, 

annual 1929-1931 


Country 

Calendar year 

Average, 1926-1929 

1929 

1930 

19311 

Exi>orts 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PRINCIPAL EXPORTING 
COUNTRIES 

United States. 

Denmark. 

Netherlands. 

Irish Free State. 

Canada-- 

Sweden. 

Poland. 

Hungary.. 

New Zealand—. 

China-- 

Argentina. 

Australia “. 

Total. 

PRINaPAL IMPORTING 
COUNTRIES 

United Kingdom_ 

Germany. 

Cuba.. 

1,000 

pounds 

1,136,866 
667,264 
249,390 
92,660 
90,767 
41,206 
40,987 
26,612 
13,177 
12,824 
9,319 
3,374 

1,000 
pounds 
10,469 
2,809 
16,089 
55,011 
17,247 
9,706 
37,151 
84 
36 
413 
42 
2,119 

1,000 
pounds 
1,208,089 
696,417 
202,634 
96,774 
40,462 
44,693 
21,962 
14,074 
19,788 
12,019 
13,466 
3,219 

1,000 

pounds 

8,516 
2,695 
8,166 
60,679 
21,982 
7,894 
44,420 

3 

6 

343 

32 

3,116 

1,000 

pounds 

949,730 

738,247 

210,205 

78,353 

20,651 

63,900 

17,124 

26,205 

16,846 

10,686 

12,493 

3,376 


1,000 
pounds 
750,822 
897,668 
286,673 
88,293 
22,269 
67,870 
27,051 
12,020 
13,612 
9,742 
14,116 
11,768 

1,000 

pounds 

3,976 

2,249 

4,883 

57,660 

5,318 

4,940 

578 

0 

6 

16 

173 



2,272,687 

147,749 

2,147,776 

126,682 

2,200,800 

79,783 

6,883 

4,684 

0 

3,136 
4,018 

914 
673 
7,184 
3,212 
379 

6 

17 

0 

188 

940 

1,803 

747 

8 199 

1,371,607 
322,127 
130,313 
88,097 
81,017 
45,127 
33,382 
22,099 
16,850 
12,024 
11,692 
8,286 
7,016 
6,766 
2,669 
2,484 
1,398 
473 

6,432 

6,159 

0 

1,739 

4,802 

280 

3,910 

1,277 

330 

10 

67 

0 

30 

1,608 

892 

636 

437 

1,396,908 
276,681 
123,812 ' 
67,806 
84,792 
676 
39,304 
36,593 
28,812 
11,362 
9,464 
6,734 
8,203 
7,528 
682 
4,479 
1,482 
181 

6,102 
13,736 

0 

1,602 

3,459 

0 

314 

3,096 

2,059 

761 

0 

86 

0 

21 

1,712 

2,961 

618 

674 

1,490,936 
237,707 
101,266 
78,263 
61,227 
77,390 
23,337 
34,804 
11,055 
7,419 
4,966 
3,827 
6,810 
4,913 
888 
640 
1,176 
110 

6,110 

11,665 

1,702,810 

266,136 

France. 

Czechoslovakia. 

Mexico- 

Austria... 

Belgium. 

Italy. 

Finland_ 

Peru. 

Norway_ 

Philippine Islands_ 

Switzerland... 

Brazil. 

Spain__ 

If nlon of South Africa. 
OhUe.. 

Total. 

1,100 

2,070 

1 

2,126 

2,560 

2,679 

3,753 

3 

0 

17 

886 

4,023 

774 

200 

73,628 
63,347 
47,616 
20,785 
41.596 
3,463 
4,688 

2,026 

8,176 

6,366 

406 

273 

1,049 

32,982 

2,163,324 

27,698 

2,093,449 

36,186 

2,149,631 

37,966 

2,241,362 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Olflcial sources except where otherwise noted. These figures 
comprise: Pork, fresh, canned, pickled, smoked, bacon, Cumberland sides, Wiltshire sides, hams and 
shoulders, lard, lard comiiound, neutral lard, hog casings, lard oil, heads, and fieet. 

1 Preliminary. > Year ended June 30. * 4-year average. 


Table 337. — Bacon, Wiltshire sides,^ green, firsts: Average 'price per pound at 
Bristol, England 19ii3-19SS 


Year 

Amer¬ 

ican 

Dan¬ 

ish 

Irish 

Brit¬ 

ish 

Year 

Amer¬ 

ican 

Dan¬ 

ish 

Irish 

Brit¬ 

ish 


Cents 

17.6 

16.6 
23.0 

*23.6 

*17.8 

Cents 

23.6 
21.3 

27.6 
27.8 
21.1 

Cents 

25.8 

22.8 
29.7 

30.6 

26.6 

Cents 

27.0 

23.5 

30.0 

32.3 

26.9 

1928. 

Cents 

17.9 
*21.9 

19.3 

13.9 

I 

Cents 

23.7 
26.6 
25.1 

18.7 

Cents 

26.8 

28.3 

27.6 

19.6 

13.6 

1024 _ 

1929. 

1025 _ _ 

1930. 

1026 

1981. 

1027 

1932 

Hg 





Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Agricultural Market Report, Ministry of Agrl^- 
ture and Fisheries, Great Britain. Average for the last week of each month 1923. Average of weemy 
averages 1924-1932. Converted at monthly avew^e rate of exchange as given in Federal Res^^ Bulletins 
to December, 1926, inclusive; subsequently at par of exchange, except that beginning with Sei^embw, 
1931, the conversions were at monthly avers^e rates of exchange. Prices of Canadian bacon are given tor 
the years 1909-1926 in Table 393, 1931 Yearbook; these prices have not been quoted for later years by the 
Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. 

» Entire half of hog in one piece, head off, back bone out, ribs in. xu. 

* Average for 11 months. * Average for 6 months. * Average tor 9 months. * Average of 6 months. 
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Table 338.— Lard: International trade, average 1925-19B9, annual 1928-19$! 


Calendar year 


Ooantry 

Average, 

1926-1929 

1928 

1929 

1930 

19311 


Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

PEINCIPAL EXPORT- 











ING COUNTRIES 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

829,328 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

CTnited States. 

731,629 

0 

769,722 

0 

0 

642,486 

0 

668,708 

0 

Netherlands_ 

64,693 

6,748 

65,244 

11,619 

49,112 

4,727 

39,619 

2,831 

60,350 

2,769 

Denmark. 

25,954 

1,383 

30,851 

1,315 

28,434 




50,613 

912 

China. 

10,672 

0 

8,229 

0 

9,880 

HHBli 


HHVi 

7,912 

0 

Hungary. 

9,618 

15 

3,786 

69 

2,863 


HtjeKv 


6,636 

0 

Canada. 

4,020 

1,462 

1,003 

1,183 

1,604 


HbPT 


4,730 

48 

Irish Free State_ 

3,852 

699 

4,401 

2,140 

625 

3,794 


Kw^ii 

6,655 

2,193 

Madagascar. 

1,998 

2 

6 

1,353 



HHK 

0 

1,689 

Australia *_ 

1,550 

413 

1,360 

712 

1,599 


■jjj^ 


1,044 

101 


853,986' 

10,722 

m,S25 

15,629 

927,867 

7,684 

743,717 

7,086 


7,712 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT¬ 


ING COUNTRIES 









HI 


United Kingdom.... 

912 

267,191 

959 

272,469 

524 

292,681 

739 

279,444 

645 

284,505 

Germany..... 

Cuba_ _ 

857 

0 

216,643 
87,352 
66,159 

*890 

0 

192,956 

86,885 

8 483 
0 

212,780 

81,025 

06,499 

H 



183,454 

Czechoslovakia_ 

52 

12 

60,248 

2 

7 

4 

45,402 

Austria_ 

672 

33,151 

403 

30,839 

280 


26 

22,334 

1,970 

18,493 

France. 

500 

32,856 

359 

29,278 

465 


493 

17,414 

mESM 

6,771 

Poland_ 

47 

30,326 

109 

44,601 

32 

35,143 

22 

28,549 

139 

677 

Belgium.. 

2,205 

16,257 

2,049 

14,168 

8,367 

19,039 

1,947 

14,199 

1,281 


Pom ___ 

6 

11,692 

7,523 

0 

9,406 

11,652 

10 

mm 

0 


3 


Italv __ - 

Finmnd. 

820 

166 

298 

256 

211 

2,807 

54 

6,768 

0 

7,837 

0 

6,284 

0 


0 

3,302 

Switzerland.— 

21 

6,031 

14 

6,638 

13 

6,783 

10 

3,908 

14 

3,345 

Dominican Bepubllc. 

0 

4,883 

0 

6,373 

0 

6,284 

0 


0 

4,549 

Philippine Islands_ 

0 

4,799 

0 

4,896 

0 

5,859 

0 


0 


British Malaya_ 

1,151 

3,832 

1,346 

4,084 

2,382 

824 

3,526 

815 

2,399 

426 

1,978 

Sweden. 

1,327 

2,843 

1,601 

1,339 

2,182 

2,560 

1,602 

3,512 

1,884 

Brazil. 

231 

2,312 

46 

335 

856 

372 

986 

654 

663 

310 

Norway. 

1 

1,946 

0 

1,777 

0 

1,496 

0 

1,177 

' 0 

1,114 

Yugoslavia__ 

936 

1,501 

88 

677 

15 

■Jgill 

262 

mm 

1,748 

16 

TotaL. 

9,792 

804,054 

8,031 

785,601 

8,498 

831,937 

8,389 

693,057 

11,338 

572,396 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. OMoial sources. 


1 Preliminary. 3 Year ended June 30. < Includes oleomargarine. 


Table 339. — Hogs: Cholera^ontrol ivork hy Bureau of Animal Industry, 1919-19S2 


Year ended June 30 

Bureau 
vetermor 
rians en¬ 
gaged in 
work» 

Premises 

investi¬ 

gated 

Demonstrations 

Autopsies 

performed 

Outbreaks 
reported to 
bureau vet 
oiinorians 

Number 

Hogs 

tested 

1919_ 

180 

93,512 


233,987 

53^586 

12,336 


140 

46; 145 

3,037 

347 ; 702 

10,963 

9,788 


54 

29,433 

3,420 

67,295 

3,888 

7.961 

1922. 


47,137 

4,343 

88,846 

5,300 


1923. 

71 

52.348 



5,247 


1924. 

45 

29,443 

3,178 


3,686 

7.225 

1926. 

34 

24,060 

2,353 

51,331 

2,383 

8,437 


35 

20,599 

2,579 


2,446 

4,558 


36.96 

25,004 

4,863 

97,917 

3.741 

11,555 

1928. 

38.42 

26,166 

4,444 

106,906 


6.941 

1929. 

37.41 

28,939 

2,648 


3.326 



36.5 

26,858 

1,740 

35,158 


4,162 


35.43 

23,226 

1,460 

20,152 


3,888 


34.63 

24,792 

2,066 

36,652 

3,722 

6,480 


Bureau of Animal Industry. 

1 Eractlons in the number of veterinarians engaged denote part time devoted to hog-cholera-contidl 
work. 

































































































Bureau of Agrioultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 

^ Sum of total value of classes divided by total number and rounded to nearest dime for States. Division 
and United States averages not rounded. 

»Preliminary. 
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Table 341.— Sheev' Number in countries having 100,000 and over, average 1921-- 

1925, annual 1926-1981 


OoTUitry 
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Table 341.— Sheep: Number in countries having lOOfiOO and over, average 19B1- 
1925j annual 1926—1931 —Continued 


Country 


Month of estimate 


Aver- 

age. 

1921- 

19251 


1926 


1927 


1930 


1981 


Africa-Continued. 

Kenya Colony. 

French Cameroon n. 

Uganda. 

Belgian Congo. 

Ruanda Urnndi. 

British Southwest Africa. 

Bechuanaland. 

Union of South Africa.—. 

Basutoland. 

Rhodesia. Southern. 

Tanganyika Territory “. 
Madagascar. 


March-June- 


Jan. 1 


August-. 
Jan. i A. 


Thovr 

sands 

2,6001 

287 

386 

304 

150 

954 

125 

82,561 

1,954 

333 

8,893 

no 


Thou¬ 
sands 
2,756 
410 
604 
300 
125 
1,069 
132 
39,020 
2,100 
349 
4,462 
116 


Thou¬ 

sands 

2,805 

456 

866 

285 

125 

1,252 

152 

40,271 

2,149 

332 

4,779 


Thou¬ 

sands 

2,847 

441 

911 

270 

no 

1,524 

152 

42,662 

2,100 

352 

5,062 

142 


Thou¬ 

sands 

2,905 

620 

967 

348 

125 

1,497 


Thou¬ 

sands 

8,228 

664 

806 


Thou¬ 

sands 


792 


l,fl 


45,172 
2,150 
350 
5,041 
201 


48,520 

2,400 

354 

5,522 


1861,300 


Estimated total 8. 


78,500 


Asia: 

Arabia. 

Cyprus. 

Turkey, European 
Asiatic. 

Iraq (Mesoiwtamia) n. 

Balestine. 

Persia. 

Syria and Lebanon.... 

India, British. 

Native States. 

China. 

Philippines. 

Dutch East Indies: 
Java and Madura... 
Outer possessions-.. 


and 


March. 


February- 
Marcll-.., 


December-April 
—do.. 


Jan. 18.. 


.do.8-, 

-do.»- 


(3,600) 

237 

10,458 

5,270 
271 
16,562 
1,797 
22,412 
12,290 
(18 29,700 
260 

915 
116 


207 

12,872 

5,055 

291 

16,562 

1,400 

23,201 

11,848 


«3,500 

260 

13,682 

6,136 
248 
i 14,280 
1,404 
23,237 
12,353 


264 

12,079 

6,619 

227 

816,000 
2,149 
23,350 
12,166 


273 

10,184 

6,136 

232 

116,000. 
2,640 


200 

10,498 

7,163 

253 


306 

11,762 


344 


, 12,445 
‘8 35,000 


2,682 
8 25,540 
19,089 


125 


128 


Estimated total exclu¬ 
sive of Russia.8 

Oceania: 

Australia. 

New Zealand. 


114,100 


Jan. 1*-, 
AprU.... 


85,556 

23,382 


108,563 

24,905 


104 . 2671100 .® 


Estimated total 8. 

Total countries report¬ 
ing, all periods, in¬ 
cluding Russia— 

To 1930 (4U .. 

To mi ( 27 ) .. 

Estimated world total, 
including Russia 8 18 


109,000 


456,727 

292,568 

642,400. 


618,734 


638,801 

387,038 


546,916 

336,815 


108,431 

29,051 


104,558 

80^841 


110,668 

' 29,793 


556,18a 557,566 . 


344,247 


353,788 


865,243 


Bureau of Agricultural Economic 3 . Official sources and lutornationol Institute of Agriculture unless 
otborwlso stated. Figunjs m iwirentheses arc interpolated. 

1 Average for 5-yoari>orlod if available, otherwise for any year or years within this period except as other¬ 
wise staled. 

* Census. 

® This total includes countries with less than 100,000, interpolations for a tew countries not reporting 
each year, and rough e.stiinates for some others. 

* Unofficial, . 

* Countries reporting as of Deo. 31 are considered as of Jan. l of the following year; 1. e., figures for number 
of sheep in France as of Dec. 31,1925, have been placed in 1926 column. 

» Year 1926. 

f Year 1920. 

8 June, 1930. 

^ In rural communities only. 

10 May. 

is Yeara 55^19^'. Statistical Review, October, 1928, p. 6. Year 1927. Agriculture Statistic of the 
Union of Socialist Soviet Republics, Lenin Academy, 192^1930. Statistical Abstract Union of Socialist 
Soviet Republics, 1932. , , .. _ ^ 

10 Bsthnate bas^ on increase reported in June, compared with preceding June.,. . ,, . 

1* Estimate bwed on InSaa^ in W20 in Provinces which supported 80 per cent of total In China in 1914. 

10 Average of range from 26,000,000 to 46,000,000. 

1® Comparable totals for number of countries mdieated. 

1® Oomparabie^imated world totol for 5-year average 1926-1930 in xn^hons of head is pi.^ i. e., North 
America, Central America, and West Indies 62.3; South America, 98.3; Europe, excluding Russia, 125.5, 
Africa, 97,3; Asia, excluding Russia, 123.3; Oceania, 130.9. 
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Table 342 .—Sheep and lambs: Estimated number on farms and value per head. 
United States, January 1, 1900-1933 


Year 

Sheep 

Year 

Sheep 

Year 

Sheep 


Value 
per head 
Jan. 1 

Number * 

Value 
per head 
Jan. 1 

Number i 

Value 
per head 
Jan. 1 

1900 3 

Thou¬ 
sands 
41,883 
eUBOA 
44,673 
46,155 
46,667 
45,180 
42,439 
40,268 
42,464 
44,518 
46,667 
48,382 

47,072 

Dollars 

1911 

ThOUr 

sands 

47,349 

43,279 

40.700 
37,773 
36,287 
36,543 

36.700 
39,000 
41,000 
35,054 
40,643 
39,378 
36,821 
36,695 1 

Dollars 
3.91 
8.46 
3.94 
4.02 
4.50 
5.17 

7.13 
11.82 
11.63 

1924. 

Thou¬ 
sands 
37,020 
SB, 690 
38,392 
40,183 
42,302 
45,121 
48,249 
BB,m 
51,233 
52,599 
53,321 
51,630 

Dollars 

7.88 

19003 


1912_ _ 

1925 3. 

1900 

2.93 

2.98 

2.65 

2.63 

2.59 

2.82 

3.54 

3.84 

3.88 

3.43 

1913. 

1925. 

9.68 

10.48 

9.67 

10.22 

10.59 

1901 

1914_ 

1926. 

1902 . 

1916. 

1927. 

1903 

i9ir._ _ _ _ 

1928. 

1904 . 

1917. 

1929. 

1905 . 

1918. 

1930 3. 

IQOfl 

1919 _ 

1930. 

8.94 

5.36 

3.40 

2.90 

1907 . 

1920 3_ 

1931. 

1908 

BiiWiMMHIl 

ia45 

6.27 

4.79 

7.49 

1932. 

1909 - —- 

1921_ 

1933 *. 

1910 3. 

1922. 


1910. 

4.12 

1923. 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. 


1 Figures for 1900-1019 are tentative revised estimates of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, 
s Onginal estimate of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

3 Italic figures are from the census. Census dates were June 1,1900; Apr. 15,1910; Jan. 1, 1920 and 1926; 
and Apr. 1, 1930. 1900,1910, and 1930 include spring-bom lambs. 

< Preliminary. 


Table 343.— Sheep: Receipts at principal public stockyards and at all public 

stockyards, 1933-1932 


Year 

Chi¬ 

cago 

Den¬ 

ver 

East 

St. 

Louis 

Fort 

Worth 

Kansas 

City 

Omaha 

South 

St. 

Joseph 

South 

St. 

Paul 

Sioux 

City 

Total 
nine 
mar¬ 
kets 1 

AU 

other 

stock- 

yards 

report¬ 

ing 

Total 

aU 

stock- 

yards 

report¬ 

ing! 


Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thour 

Thou- 

Them- 

Thovr 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 


sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

1923. 

4,098 

1,857 


386 

1,071 


979 

454 

216 

13,191 

8,834 

22,025 

1924. 

4,192 

2,040 

489 

373 

1,569 

2,844 

1,089 

476 

310 

13,381 

8,820 

22,201 

1925. 

3,969 

2,357 

659 

314 

1,500 

2,420 

1,143 

545 


13,166 

8,934 

22,100 

1926. 

4,405 

1,826 

636 

445 

1,762 

2,780 

1,303 

773 

449 

14,378 

9,490 

23,868 

1927. 

3,829 

1,908 

674 

445 

1,616 


1,348 

Mtl 

627 

13,555 

10,384 

23,939 

1928. 

3,868 

2,295 

510 

458 

1,767 


1,580 

891 

668 

14,974 

10,623 

25,597 

1929. 

3,785 

2,290 

534 

540 

1,753 


1,030 

1,139 

840 

15,548 

11,320 

20.868 

1930. 

4,335 

2,062 

584 

432 



1,634 

1,364 

1,1S8 

17,015 

12,793 


1931. 

4,489 

2,409 


1,173 

2,244 


1,572 

1,090 

1,279 

19,118 



1932. 

3,022 

2,834 

711 

1,19b 

1,837 

2,388 

1,291 

1,522 

776 


12,827 

29,306 


Bureau of .\gricultural Economics. Compiled from data of the livestock and meat-reporting service of 
the bureau. Receipts, 1900-1922, are available in 1924 Yearbook, p. 938, Table 540. 

1 Rounded totals of complete figures. 


Table 344 ,—Farm prices of sheep, per head, by ages. United States, January 1, 

1924-1933 


Jan. 1 

Under 

lyear 

old 

Ewes 

1 year 
and 
over 

Weth¬ 

ers 

lyear 

and 

over 

Rams 

Jan. 1 

Under 

1 year 
old 

Ewes 

lyear 

and 

over 

Weth¬ 

ers 

1 year 
and 
over 

Rams 

1924. 

Dollars 

6.97 

&53 

9.04 

7.91 

8.45 

Dollars 

8.10 

ia02 

11.01 

10.82 

10.86 

Dollars 

5.98 

7,13 

7.32 

6.60 

7.23 

Dollars 

15.55 

16.91 

18.45 

18.73 

19.63 

1920 _ 

Dollars 

8.93 

7.86 
4.64 

2.87 
2.66 

Dollars 
11.19 
9.10 
5.42 
3.47 
2.87 

Dollars 
7.64 
6.44 
3.43 ! 
2.38 
1.79 

Dollars 
2a 27 
19.63 
12.91 
8.20 
6.86 

1925. 


1926. 

loai 

1927. 

1932. 

1928. 

1933 _ 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Average price, by 
States, weighted by estimated numbers each age group. 
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Table 345. — Sheep: Receipts and stacker and feeder shipments at United States 

public stockyards, 19^S-19S2 

RECEIPTS 

Year Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. 



183 5,565 

282 4,463 

182 6,287 

196 3,373 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from data of livestock and meat-reporting service of 
bureau. 


Table 346. — Sheep: Estimated average price per 100 pounds received by producers, 

United States, 1928-19S2 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices 
by States, weighted by number of sheep Jan. 1, to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price obtained 
by weighting monthly prices by Federal inspected slaughter. For previous data see 1030 or earlier 
yearbooks. 


Table 347.- 


-Lamhs: Estimated average price per 100 pounds received by producers^ 
United States, 1922-23 to 1932-88 


June July Aug. Sept 
16 16 15 15 


Mar. May 



Bureau of Agricultural Economies. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly 
by States, weighted by number of lambs Jan. 1, to obtain aprioe for the United States; jetalj price oi 
b 


books. 
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Table 348 .—Sheep and lambs: Average price per 100 pounds at Chicago, by months 

1928-1982 

SHEEP 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Bulk of sales prices from data of the livestock and meat reporting 
service of the bureau. Data for 1901-1922 are available In 1932 Yearbook, p. 803, Table 350. See Crops 
and Markets for current prices by classes, grades, and markets. 

1 Simple average of monthly prices. 


Table 349 .—Sheep and lambs: Annual slaughter under Federal inspection, 1907- 
1932, estimated equivalent of Federal inspection, 1880-1906, and estimated total 
slaughter (including farm) in United States, 1900-1932^ 

[In thousands—i. e., 000 omitted] 


Calendar Federally 
year inspected 



Bureau of Animal Industry and Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 Federal meat inspection act enacted in 1906. 
s Subject to revision. 
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Table 350 .—Sheep and lambs; Shipments, slaughter, value of production, and 

income, by States, 19S1 



[ Shipments and local slaughter 

Inshipments, stocker, feeding 
and breeding 

Slate and division 

Sheep 

Lambs 

Sheep 

Lambs 


Head 

Total 1 
weight 

Head j 

Total 

weight 

Head 

Total 

weight 

Head 

Total 

weight 
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Table 360. —Sheep and lambs: Shipments, slaughter, value of production, and 
income, by States, 1931 —Continued 




Bur»u of Aglcnltaral Economics. Estimates of Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates and are 
*“co™® as shown in Tables 451 and 462 are computed from the data 
difl^ce between VEdne of production and Income arises from the fact that 
P*^“c^*on allowance fa made for changes in Inventory numbers between the 
beginning and end of the year, while in computing income th^ changes are not used. 
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Table 351 .—Mutton and lamb: International trade, average 19S5-19g9, annual 

19S8-19S1 


Gdendar year 


Country 

Avo 

1926- 

rage 

-1929 

19 

28 

1929 

1930 

19311 

Exports 


Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PRINCIPAL EXPORT- 











ING COUNTRIES 

UOOO 

1,000 

1,000 

mKom 

m^o:m 

mmrrim 



Wimm 

IfiOO 

New Zealand. 

pOUTldS 

301,079 

pounds 

0 

pounds 

317,639 

pounds 

0 

poimds 

306,961 


pounds 

381,914 


pownds 

^7.861 

pounds 

0 

Argentina. 

176,647 

0 

171,108 


177,676 


177.693 



0 

Australia *. 

72,163 

17 

46,363 

4 

84,929 

24 




0 

Uruguay. 

41,048 

0 

31, oil 








NetherlMids. 

14,942 


14,380 

769 

12,869 

692 

11:342 


11,016 

698 

Irish Free State. 

1,370 

344 

2,369 

312 

2,771 

246 


269 

^780 

260 

Union of South 











Africa. 

171 

20 

201 

47 

160 


299 


141 


Total. 

607,310 

1,430 

682,960 

1,122 

633,613 

962 


809 

696,166 

848 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT¬ 











ING COUNTRIES 











United Kingdom-.. 

0 


0 


■n 

642.712 

0 




Prance. 

213 



16,173 



143 



4L789 

Germany. 

637 


79 

mimM 

3 


2,467 

9,679 



United States. 

1,087 

7,266 

1,024 

9,202 

836 

11,395 

1,251 

8,181 



Norway. 

0 

4,681 

0 

4,368 


4,715 

0 

4,904 



Belgium. 

702 


446 

3,970 

1,126 

4,875 

1,724 

4,391 


4,076 

Canada. 

1,501 

2,336 

1,128 

i333 

673 


242 

4,412 

333 

1,186 

Denmark. 

9 

2,162 

1 




6 

2,638 

6 

2,552 

Sweden. 

36 


46 

1,089 

38 

963 

26 

1,615 

7 

1,837 

Total. 

4,186 

680,366 

3,028 

688,846 

2,714 


6,848 

793,670 

3,390 

873,971 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. OfQoial sources except where otherwise noted. 

1 Preliminary. > Year ended June 30. 


Table 352 .—Mutton and lamh, frozen: Cold-Storage holdings, United States, 

1923-1982 


Year 

Jan. 1 

reb.l 

Mar.l 

Apr.l 

Mayl 

Junel 

Julyl 

Aug.l 

Sept.l 

Oct.l 

Not.I 

Deo. 1 

192a_ 

H 

1,000 

pounds 

6,980 

2,306 

2,336 

2,364 

4.447 

4,404 

4,009 

4,667 

4,081 

1,947 

1,000 

pounds 

5,768 

2,173 

2,294 

3.346 





H 

n 


m 


1024 _ 

If 

2,273 

2,917 



2,525 

3,166 

3,326 

1926. 

2,090 


1,913 

1,635 

1,349 

1,339 

1,112 

1,436 

1,549 

1926_ 

3,289 

2,940 

2,393 

1,697 

1.871 

1.813 

1,029 

2,234 

2,814 

3,166 


EW7Z1 

1,862 

1,210 


m 

1,302 

1,991 

2,113 

2,968 

8,790 

1928. 

4,020 

3:252 

1,828 

1,276 

1,947 

3.061 

1,691 

4,821 

5,472 

6,194 

1929. 

3,262 


2.533 

2.461 

2,630 

3,160 

4.113 

4,902 

1930. 

6,408 

6:174 




4,476 

3,977 




1981. 

3,673 


2,629 

2,371 

ElMl 

1,892 

1,976 

1,908 

1,975 

2,974 

1,986 

1932. 

1,784 

1,222 

1,061 

1,018 

1,010 

1,012 

1,305 

1,983 

2,904 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made by cold*storage establishments. 
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Table 353.—TFooZ, shorn: Estimated production hy States, 19S0-19S2 


State and division 

Production 

Number of fleeces i 

Weight per fleece > 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1930 

1931 

1932 


1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

pmnds 

1,000 

pounds 

Thovr 

sands 

Tftoii- 

sands 

Thou- 

sands 

1 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Maine__-. 

471 

491 

444 

76 

78 

74 

6.2 

6.3 

6.0 

New Hampshire. 

113 

107 

101 

18 

17 

16 

6.3 

6.3 

6.3 

Vermont... 

255 

252 

238 

38 

87 

35 

6.7 

6.8 

6.8 

Massachusetts. 

66 

59 

59 

11 

10 

10 

6.0 

5.9 

5.9 

Bhode Island.. 

12 

12 

12 

2 

2 

2 

6.2 

5.9 

5.9 

Connecticut... 

46 

51 

50 

8 

9 

9 

5.8 

5.7 

5.6 

New York. 

3,110 

3,008 

2,736 

432 

412 

380 

7.2 

7.3 

7.2 

New Jersey. 

37 

43 

36 

6 

7 

6 

6.1 

6.2 

6.0 

Pennsylvania.. 

3,108 

3,248 

3,270 

420 

433 

436 

7.4 

7.5 

7.5 

North Atlantic. 

7,218 

7,271 

6,^6 

1,011 

1,006 

968 

7.1 


7.2 

Ohio. 

15,066 

15,453 

15,455 

1,860 

1,818 

1,908 

8.1 

8.5 

ai 

iTKliftnft _ _ __ 

4,752 

4,980 

4,782 

660 

673 

655 

7.2 

7.4 

7.3 

Illinois. 

4,815 

4,843 

4,559 


647 

619 

7.3 

7.5 

7.4 

Michigan. 

8,400 

8,526 

8,282 


1,016 

1,010 

8.0 

8.4 

a2 

Wisconsin. 

3,225 

3,205 

3,145 

430 

439 

425 

7.5 

7.3 

7.4 

East North Central. 

36,258 

37,007 

36,223 

4,664 

4,592 

4,617 

7.8 

8.1 

7.8 

Minnesota. 

6,115 

6,691 

6,638 

784 

845 

885 

7.8 

7.8 

7.5 

Iowa. 

7,640 

7,920 

7,901 

955 

990 

1,013 

8.0 

&0 

7.8 

Missouri. 

6,865 

7,304 

7,048 

1,070 

1,090 

1,054 

6.4 

6.7 

6.7 

North Dakota. 

6,264 

7,012 

7,802 

737 

825 

940 

8.5 

8.5 

as 

South Dakota. 

7,794 

8,820 

8,960 

939 

1,050 

1,120 

8.3 

8.4 


Nebraska. 

3,000 

2,786 

1,885 

400 

380 

254 

7.5 

7.3 

7.4 

Kansas... 

3,365 

3,243 

3,168 

498 

476 

463 

6.8 

6.8 

6.8 

West North CentraL 

41,043 

43,676 

43,402 

5,383 



7.6 

msk 

7.6 

North Central. 

77,301 

80,683 

79,625 




7.7 

7.9 

7.7 

Delaware. 

19 

24 

24 

3 

4 

4 

6.2 


C.0 

Maryland. 

580 

552 

570 

92 

89 

92 

6.3 

6.2 

6.2 

Virginia. 

2,200 

2,225 

2,185 

440 

445 

446 

6.0 

5.0 

4.9 

West Virginia. 

2,844 

z,m 

2,994 

547 

670 

565 

6.2 

5.3 

5.3 

North Carolina. 

376 

394 

346 

80 

82 

77 

4.7 

4.8 

4.5 

South Carolina. 

52 

52 

48 

12 

12 

12 

4.3 

4.3 

4.0 

Georgia.. 

112 

112 

112 

33 

33 

81 

3.4 

3.4 

8.6 

Flonda. 

114 

111 

115 

38 

37 

87 

3.0 

3.0 

ai 

South Atlantic. 

6,297 

6,491 

6,394 

1,245 

1,272 

1,264 

n 

5.1 

5.1 

Kentucky. 

4,175 

4,233 

4,275 

835 

830 

855 

6.0 

5.1 

5.0 

Tennessee. 

1,423 

1,531 

1,533 

331 

348 

365 

4.3 

4.4 

4.2 

Alabama. 

160 

143 

144 

47 

42 

40 

a4 

3.4 

a6 

Mississippi. 

274 

274 

257 

83 

83 

78 

3.3 

3.3 

8.3 

Arkansas_ 

181 

198 

220 

42 

44 

49 

4.3 

4.5 

4.5 

Ijouisiana. 

425 

443 

403 

125 

123 

112 

3.4 

3.6 

3.6 

Oklahoma—. 

1,034 

1,069 

1,102 

136 


145 

7.6 

7.8 

7.6 

Texas. 

48,262 

53,360 

57,105 

6,232 


7,060 

7.7 

7.8 

ai 

South Central. 

55,934 

61,261 

65,039 

7,831 

8,443 

8,094 

wm 


7.5 

Montana. 

34,034 

38,313 

32,300 

3,740 

3,870 

3,400 

9.x 

9.9 

9.5 

Idaho. 

18,156 

19,419 

16,600 

2,040 

2,134 


&9 

9.1 

a5 

Wyoming_ 

20,702 

36,000 

13,541 

30,510 

3,264 


3,390 

1,600 

9.1 

KTovil 

9.0 

Colorado. 

13,446 

12,000 

i;600 

8.1 

7.8 

7.5 

New Mexico. 

16,870 

16,632 

16,600 

2,343 

2,620 

2,520 

7.2 

6.6 

&6 

Arliftna. . _ 

5,640 

5,520 

23,940 

5,220 
18,160 

940 

920 

870 

6.0 

6.0 

ao 

Utah. 

24,440 

2,600 

2,660 

2,270 

9.4 

9.0 

ao 

Nevada. 

7,944 

8,880 

6,705 

993 

1,110 

894 

8.0 

8.0 

7.5 

Washington. 

6,175 

6,192 

5,606 

650 

645 

605 

9.5 

9.6 

9.1 

Oregon. 

21,375 

22,000 

18,630 

2,375 


2,300 

9.0 

8.8 

ai 

California. .. 

25,779 

26,095 

24,219 

3,528 

3,622 

3,370 

7.3 

7.2 

7.2 

Western. 

203,561 

216,532 

186,350 

24,133 

26,317 

23,159 

&4 

8.6 

ao 

United States. 

350,311 

372,228 

344,354 

44,267 

46,284 

44,431 

7.9 

8.0 

7.8 


Bnreaa of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of tbe Crop Beporting Board. 

1 Indade fleeces taken at commercial feeding plants. California figures include some fleeces taken from 
early lambs. 

i In States where sheep are shorn twice a year, prindapUy Texas and California, this figure covers wool 
I}er head of sheep shorn and not weight per fleece. 
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Table 354.— Wool: Estimated production in specified countries, average 19SS-1925, 

annual 1927-1939 



Africa and Asia: ^ 

Algeria___........_ 

Turkey—-_-___ 

Total 13 Northern Hemisphere 
countries all periods to 1932.. 

Total 18 Northern and South¬ 
ern Hemisphere countries 
reporting all periods to 1932.. 

Estimated world total exclud¬ 
ing Russia and China _ 

Russia.. 

China w.. 



787.9 

792.8 

825.5 

851.4 

2,786.0 

2,744.0 ! 

2,808.3 

2,811,9 

m 

OOQOO 

3,235.0 1 
894.2 
50.2 

8,205.0 
810.8 
26.1 

1*3,274.4 

*36ao 

3L9 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Includes wool shorn during the calendar year in the Northern 
Hemisphere and that shorn during the season beginning July 1 or Oct. 1 of the given calends year in the 
Southern Hemisphere. The bulk of the season’s dip in the Southern Hemisphere is shorn durmg the last 
half of the calendar year. Pulled wool Is induded in the total for most important producing countries at 
its grease equivalent. Figures in parentheses are interpolated. For table snowing dloountnes see Foreign 
Crops and Markets, fttwuai wool review in Mardi or April, 1933, and for current information see monthly 
World Wool Prospects. 

I Average for years indicated whenever available, otherwise for any year or years within or near this period. 

a Estimate furnished by cable from agricultural representative. ^ 

s Estimates of Dalgety Sc Co. as comparable ^ures are available up to date. Omdal ngures recently 
issued by the farm economics section of the New Zealand Hepartmait of Agriculture place total production 
as follows, in millions of pounds; 1923-1926, 195; 1926,214; 1927,^; 19% 239; 1929, .262. 

^ Estimate based on sbeep numbers at date nearest shearing time and other availahle data. 

< Estimates based on exports alone or on exports, stocks, and domestic consumption. 

• Estimates furnished by Wool B,^rd and Textile World, quoting official source. 

7 Estimates of Agricultural Attachfi C. C. Taylor. Estimates include imports from surrounding territory, 

Basutoland,etc., which are exported through Union ports. ^ ^ ^ 

8 Published as Teported by wool pulling establishments and is mostly washed. The U. S. Bureau of the 
Census considers 1 pound pulled wool the equivalent of IH poun^ 

«Estimates of the Empire Wool Marketing Board. Skin wool Induded and converted to a grease baste. 
The combined total for these four countries as estimated by the Yorkshire Observer was formerly used in 
thfg table. , 

10 Hevikons based on recent census figure of wool production or of sheep numbers. 

II Census fi^gures. 

w Estimate for Asiatic countries rough approximations oifiy. ^ « _ t 

w Totals subject to revision. Few countries publish official wool-production figures. lu the absence of 
nfSHfl.! figures for most countries various estimates have been used, some have been supply by Govwn- 
ment representatives abroad, others are based on sheep numbers at the date nearest sheari^ t^e. For 
some prmoipal exiiorting countries, exports alone, or exports, stocks and domestic consiunption have been 
used as representing production, in the case of some Asiatic counfriM roi^h commw^ estfr^t^ have 
been used while the figures of the U. S. Department of Commerce or the National Association of Wool Manu¬ 
facturers have been used for some countries. . ,, J MS 1 f— 

14 Estimate based on production in 30 countries which furnish 90 per cent of world production, exdusive 
of Russia and China in 1930. 

w Exports of sheep's wool only. 

I63060®-33-40 
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Table 355.— Wool: International trade, average 198S-19S9, annual 1989-19S1 


Calendar year 


Coimtry 

Average, 192&-1929 

1929 

1930 

19311 


Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PBINCrPAL EXPORTING 









COUNTBIBS 

1,000 lbs. 

1,000 lbs. 

1,000 lbs. 

1,000 lbs. 

1,000 lbs. 

1,000 lbs. 

1,000 lbs. 

1,000 lbs. 

Anptraiffi s_ _ 

739,123 

8,990 

764,760 

3,819 

861,762 

2,393 



Argentina.. 

294; 973 

302 

284,313 

336 

297,643 

116 

310,262 

84 

Union of South Africa 

254,431 

676 

296.917 

701 

281,898 

245 

242,092 

612 

New Zealand. 

220,228 

103 

234,956 

73 

197,240 

13 

211,719 

6 

Uinipiay n — - 

117,866 

0 

112,619 

0 

166,952 

0 



nwmi _ 

68,272 

568 

69,804 

444 

30,743 

210 

35,217 


British India. 

60,373 

27,843 

66,774 

26,128 

32,193 

14,461 

39 ; 010 

6,849 

Chile. 

26,196 

436 

23,519 

564 

21,082 

447 

22,350 

163 

Algeria. 

24,047 

3,632 

21,203 

3,634 

18,692 

2,043 

10,686 

1,624 

Morocco. 

13,346 

0 

7,196 

0 

4,024 

0 

2,536 

0 

Irish Free State. 

12,706 

1,282 

13,116 

1,043 

7,283 

779 

10,877 

869 

Persia* 

11,918 

1,380 

11,713 

1,211 

12,621 

399 



Hungary.. 

■Rrftwl ^ _ 

11,716 

11,021 

1,643 

11,317 
11,392 

1,460 

8,718 

16,229 

1,648 

8,392 
16,412 

2,166 

Peru. 

10;760 

1 

io;6n9 

4 

7,161 

5 

9,287 


Spain. 

9,716 

4918 

10,674 

6,111 

6,061 

7,320 

2,677 

16,^3 

Egypt and Sudan.... 

3,997 

4-127 

4,790 

*-296 

2,288 

*-81 

3,678 

4-92 

Tunis. 

2,982 

1,383 

2,603 

1,666 

1,039 

1,280 

1,172 


Total. 

1,873,658 

47,929 

1,938,194 

46,788 


81,278 

925,166 

22,390 

PRINCIPAL IMPORTING 









COUNTRIES 









France. 

53,286 


64,728 

886,487 

52,662 


67,027 

670.278 

United Blingdom. 

6i037 


61,984 

603,232 

32,661 

613,619 

86.771 


Germany.-. 

24,109 

301,447 

34,973 

376,437 

28,384 

347,966 

KDE^ 

326,675 

United States. 

822 

288,346 

239 

280,371 

162 

163,734 

274 

168,385 

B^um. 

19,091 

136,887 

36,873 

169,621 

33,410 

169,166 

33,119 

137,185 

It^y. 

7,188 

99,134 

6,398 

120,248 

4,314 

119,687 

6.985 

105,094 

Japan. 

0 

93,489 

0 

107,429 

0 

116,026 


189,714 

Bussia... 

*4,024 


112 

86,429 

86 

7il39 



Czechoslovakia. 

3,381 

35,889 

3,164 

43,464 

1,813 

39,530 

2,423 

40,^ 

Poland. 

1,398 

30,256 

908 

36,008 

334 

32,403 

261 

35,345 

Switzerland. 

46 


47 

17,827 

60 


643 

18,402 

Austria. 

973 

16,490 

499 

19,606 

872 

16,611 

168 

13,008 

Canada. 

7,307 


6,090 

12,086 

4^382 


4,770 

10,854 

Sweden. 

241 


274 

12,612 

234 


217 

11,736 

Netherlands. 

2,830 


8,244 

12;119 

2,268 

16,786 

3,062 

16,335 

Yugoslavia. 

117 

6,659 

142 

4,678 

67 

7,269 

76 

6,535 

Bumania.. 

1,287 

MrWiTf 

*2,393 

>5,305 

1,221 




Denmark... 

366 


269 

3,667 

94 

3,209 

142 

mtnml 

Finland.. 




2,687 


2.076 


2,268 

Bulgaria. 

3 

2,699 

0 

3,760 

36 

Mm 

0 

4832 

Greece. 

641 

2,063 

616 

2,616 




2,001 

Norway. 

601 

1,812 

641 

1,642 

214 

1,771 

237 

1,832 

Total. 

181,236 

2,287,657 

212,694 

2,606,805 

168,287 

2,349,779 

176,043 

2,256,270 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. “Wool” In this 
table incudes: Washed, unwashed, scoured, pulled wool, sUpe, also hair—camel’s, mohair, angora goat, 
cashmere goat, and alp^. The following items have been considered as not within this classification: 
Carded, combed, dyed wool, flocks; sheep, lamb, and goat skins with hair on, mill waste, noils, and tops. 

1 PreHminary. 

> International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

s Figures for Persia are for 12 months ended Mar. 21 of the year following year shown. 

^ Excess of reexports over imports. 

< 4-year average. 













































































623 
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Table 356.— Wool: Production, exports, imports, and amount available for con- 
sumption, of combing and clothing wool, and imports of carpet wool. United States. 
mO-19SS 



Carpet, im¬ 
ports, less 
reexports 


UOOOlbs, 

76,705 

101,484 

124,649 

86,416 

84,277 

93,176 

76,167 


UU, 

96,873 

35,093 

97,820 

172,828 

121,518 

140,684 

157,579 

115,235 

143,871 

148,794 

174,483 


92,756 

119,939 


40,697 


Bureau of ARncultural Economics. Production flc;ures, 1910-1913, from the National Association of 
Wool Manufacturers; beginning 1914, from the bureau, imports and exports from the Bureau of Foreign 
and Domestic Commerce. 

Note,— The total United States production is combing and clothing only. 

1 Hair of angora goat, alpaca, and other like animals included m exports for all years and in imports and 
reexports prior to 1914. 

3 In computing these figures, stocks not taken into consideration. 

3 Exports for fiscal year ended June 30 of the year shown. 

* Included in all other articles. 

< No transactions. 


Table 357. — Wool, shorn: Estimated average price per pound received by producers, 

United States, 192S-19S2 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly pricey 
by States, weighted by number of sheep Jan. 1, to obtain a price for the Umted States: yearly price obtained 
by using estimates of the Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates and the Division of Statistical and 
Historical Research. 
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Table 358. — Wool: Bosion market: Average price per pounds 1923-19SS 
SCOURED BASIS, TERRITORY, GRADES 64»s, 70’s, 80's (FINE STRICTLY COMBING) 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Aver¬ 

age 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


1923. 

143 

144 

144 

149 

153 

150 

144 

137 

132 


130 

134 


1924. 

130 

139 

142 

138 

135 

129 

mwm 

137 

142 

147 

154 

mi 


1925. 

168 

164 

163 

138 

126 

130 

137 

132 

129 

128 

131 

131 

139 

1926. 

127 

124 

118 

116 

112 

mi 

116 

116 

116 

116 

114 

no 

116 

1927. 

110 

110 

no 

109 

108 

ml 

111 

111 

111 

112 

112 

112 

no 

1928. 

116 

116 

116 

117 

119 

120 

120 

115 

112 

112 

113 

114 

116 

1929. 

114 

no 

108 

mi 

KEa 

97 

94 

94 

93 

90 

88 

84 

98 

1930. 

82 

79 

78 

76 

75 

76 

76 

76 

76 

76 

73 

72 

76 

1931. 

68 

66 

66 

66 

64 

62 

62 

64 

62 

59 

59 

59 

63 

1932. 

58 

56 

54 

49 

44 

38 

36 

41 

48 

48 

47 

45 

47 


SCOURED BASIS, TERRITORY, GRADE «8»S (THREE-EIGHTHS BLOOD STRICTLY 

COMBING) 


1923. 

100 

103 

105 

107 

111 

111 




101 

104 

108 

106 

1924. 

113 

116 

116 

113 

109 

97 



■Ini 

117 

122 

133 

113 

1925. 

136 

136 

125 

109 

90 

99 

BMil 



102 

108 

109 

no 

1920. 

103 

99 

93 

91 

89 

89 

90 

90 

Ki 

93 

93 

91 

92 

1927. 

90 

90 

90 

90 

88 

88 

90 

91 

91 

94 

94 

94 

91 

1928. 

97 

99 

100 

106 


mm 

107 

mm 

104 

104 

104 

104 

104 

1929. 

104 

104 

101 

95 

89 

88 

88 

90 

90 

89 

87 

82 

92 

1930. 

75 

70 

67 

64 

62 

62 

62 

62 

62 

60 

59 

58 


1931. 

55 

52 

51 

51 

48 

46 

49 

51 

51 

48 

48 

48 


1932. 

40 

49 

m 

42 

■I 

32 

30 

34 

43 

42 

41 

39 





GREASE BASIS, OHIO AND SIMILAR, GRADE 66's (THREE-EIGHTHS BLOOD STRICTLY 

COMBING) 


1923. 

55 

56 

56 

66 

66 

67 

56 

54 

53 

52 

53 

54 

55 

1924. 

55 

56 

57 

55 

53 

49 

48 

53 

55 

59 

63 

69 

56 

1925. 

70 

69 

66 

55 

46 

49 

Kl 

52 

50 

52 

54 

54 

56 

1926. 

54 

53 

49 

46 

44 

43 

44 

44 

44 

45 

46 

45 

46 

1927. 

45 

45 

45 

44 

42 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

45 

1928. 

50 

52 

52 

53 

55 

67 

56 

55 

55 

55 

56 

56 

64 

1929. 

56 

55 

54 

50 

45 

44 

45 

45 

45 

45 

44 

42 

48 

1930. 

39 

36 

34 

32 

29 

30 

30 

30 

80 

30 

29 

28 

31 

1931. 

26 

26 

24 

23 

22 

22 

22 

23 

24 

24 

24 

24 

24 

1932. 

24 

23 

22 

20 

■I 

15 

14 

17 

22 

22 

20 

20 

20 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 1923 average of weekly range quotations from the Boston Com¬ 
mercial Bulletin, and 1924-1932 prices from the livestock and meat reporting service of the bureau. 


Table 359. — Wool, grades 56's, 64^s-67^s: Average price per pound at London, 

clean basis, 1993-19$2 


GRADE 56*3 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Aver 

age 


Cents 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923. 


71.90 

73.45 


80.90 

77.00 

76.60 


77.60 


76.20 

8 a 00 

76.78 

1924. 




83.75 

82.60 

82.00 

81.50 

87.16 

92.80 


105.00 

111.30 

89.76 

1925. 


$ % 

KtijVI 


72.80 

73.86 

74.90 


66.60 


66.60 

66.60 

77.03 

1926. 

■ iMlIll 




58.30 

56.80 

58.80 

59.80 

60.80 

59.80 

67.00 

58.80 

59.36 

1927. 

58.80 

1 J 

71.00 

■iM»M 

66.90 

67.40 

67.90 

68.40 

68.90 

70.96 

73.00 

75.00 

68.52 

1928. 


*5 r? 

81.10 

79.66 

78.00 

77,60 

77.00 


71.00 


73.00 

74.00 

76.01 

1929. 

nntjl 

69.95 

63.90 

61.80 

68.80 

66,76 

54.70 

62.70 

50.69 

46.64 

50.69 

50.69 

57.69 

1930. 



34.47 

35.48 

37.61 

37.00 

86.00 

34.50 

32.44 

30.42 

26.36 

26.36 

34.30 

1931.j 

2L29 

24.33 

29.91 

28.39 

26.36 

25.35 

24.84 


21.29 

20.26 

24.02 

21.09 

24.20 

1932. 

20.73 

23.04 

21.61 

19.92 

18.38 

1&23 

19.60 


21.69 

20.62 

19.79 

19.13 

20.27 
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Table 369. — Wool, grades 56^s, 64^s--67^s: Average price per pound at London, 
dean basis, 1923—193 $—Continued 

GRADES 64's-67’s 


Year 

Jan. 

.. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

Jime 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Aver¬ 

age 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Canht 

1923. 

112.40 


107.70 


115.50 

110.70 

iMWOl 

tiwni 

111.60 

112.60 


113.70 


1924. 

117.90 

121.80 

121.60 


123.15 

122.68 

122.20 

130.76 

139.30 

iEES3 

148.40 

150.30 

129.84 

1925. 

140.10 

130.00 

119.70 

115.95 

112 20 

112.60 

mwem 

UOWiliB 



miiril 


115.12 


97,30 

97.30 

97.30 


97.70 

97.30 

94.30 

94.80 

95.30 

93.30 

92. 75 


95.61 

1927. 

89.20 

94 00 

95.30 

94 30 

95.30 

95.80 

96.30 

96.85 

97.40 

98.40 

99 40 


95.97 

1928. 


102 00 



101.40 

101.40 

iWlfOl 

98.35 

96.30 

90.00 

liEKlil 


98.46 

1929. 

91.20 

90.00 

85.20 


■rTOPTil 

76.25 

73.60 


66.91 

64.88 

63.87 

62.86 

75.55 

1930. 

54.75 

54.75 

50.69 

52.72 

55. 76 

54.70 

62.70 


50.69 

50.69 

44.61 

41.67 

51.28 

1931. 

34.47 

38.53 

44.61 

42.58 

42.58 

40.55 

39.54 

37.61 

34.47 

30.79 

31.78 

26.00 

36.95 

1932. 


30.24 

29.57 

28.91 

27.56 

27.35 


29.33 

31.10 

29.72 

27.98 

27.32 

87 


Bureau of ARrlcullure Economics.' These data were obtained from prices given by Ejeglmger & 
Fernau for the opening and closing of each series of the London wool sales. For months when no sales 
were held the figures are* intei^lations of nearest actual prices. Conversions at monthly average rate of 
exchange as given in Federed Reserve Bulletins to December, 1925, and October, 1931, to December, 1932; 
others at par. 


Table 360. —Goats and mohair: Estimates of goats dipped, mohair produced, and 
average clip per goat (principal producing states), 1930S2 


State 

Goats clipped 

Mohair (including kid 
hair) produced 

Average clip per goat 
clipped 1 


1930 

1931 

1932 > 

1930 

1031 

1982 9 

1930 

1931 

1932 9 


ThOVr 

sands 

ThOVr- 

sands 

Thovr 

sands 



IDOO 

pounds 

Pounds 


Pounds 

Texas s. 

3,518 


3,421 



14,000 

4.2 

4.5 

42 

New Mexico. 

209 

236 

250 

815 

933 

1,000 

3.9 

4.0 

40 

Arizona. 

225 




960 

760 

4.0 

as 

3.8 

California. 

40 

39 

37 

140 

136 


3.5 

8.5 

a5 

Oregon. 

120 

115 

115 

480 

472 


4.0 

41 

40 

Missouri. 

67 

68 

66 

168 

170 


2.5 

2.5 

2.2 

Total. 

4,179 

4,388 

4,089 




4.1 

ID 

4.0 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of Crop Reporting Board. 

1 In States where goats are clipped twice a year figures include both spring and fW clip. 

® Preliminary. 

9 Most goats dipped twice a year. In Texas, kids are clipped in fall of year of birth. Figures include 
both goats and kids clipped. 


Table 361. —Imported meat and meat products, federally inspected and passed, 

United States, 1923-1932 


Year ended June 30 


1924. 

1925- 

1926.. 

1927. 

1028. 


1931. 

1932. 


Chilled and frozen fresh 
meats 

Beef 

Other 

Pounds 
25,999,968 
18,106,128 
5,612,600 
9,075,359 
14,956,143 
38,168,121 
53,085,288 
23,900,708 
2,612,713 
540,141 

Pounds 

12,871,864 

8,489,138 

11,827,667 

12,402,230 

22,506,681 

18,880,547 

15,704,658 

6,783,637 

1,814,170 

1,402,900 


Canned and Other meat 
cured meats products 


Total 

weight 


Pounds 
9,635,315 
10,648,605 
12,857,043 
19,258,401 
43,714,607 
63,189,480 
89,511,853 
98,128,169 
.23,854,583 
25,465,159 


Pounds 

1,341,067 

1,391,060 

2,877,640 

3,144,968 

5,454,741 

12,102,635 

11,563,215 

8,065,105 

5,651,509 


Pounds 

49.847,714 


33,174,840 

44,780,958 

86,634,172 

132,340,783 

169,865,014 

136,886,709 

33,423,975 


Bureau of Animal Industry. 
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Table 362. — Livestock: Numh&r of animals slaughtered under Federal inspection 
and number of whole carcasses condemned,^ 192S-1932 



Bureau of Animal Industry. 

1 The numbers of condemned carcasses are expressed in thousands and tenths; that is, the last figure rep« 
resents hundreds. These fiwes do not include parts of carcasses, data concerning which may be obtained 
from the Bureau of Animal Industry. 


Table 363 .—Meat and meat products prepared under Federal inspection, 19BS-SB 


Lard 


Year ended 
June 30 


Pork 
placed in 
cure 



Lard 


com¬ 

pounds 

and 

substi- 


Oleo Oleo- 

prod- marga- 
ucts line 


AH other 
products 


Total 


tutes 


1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

pounds pounds pounds pounds 

1923 . 8,366,258 679,317 160,282 2,017,763 

1924 . 3,602,368 707,323 183,260 2,110,660 

1925 . 3,176,714 736,877 214,650 1,733,933 

1926 . 2,850,676 771,741 214,166 1,698,754 

1927 . 2,920,206 766,074 248,469 1,691,344 

1928 . 3,036,063 778,311 255,379 1,846,796 

1929 . 2,992,898 785,463 285,808 1,817,601 

1930 . 2,981,864 783,629 303,094 1,807,144 

1931 . 2,851,938 697,798 283,547 1,662,397 

1932 . 2,760,367 663,644 240,882 1,716,349 


1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

pounds pounds pounds pov/ads pounds 

836,851 278,137 129,768 1,920,171 8,888,647 

363,320 259,008 142,881 2,136,020 9,404,840 

468,618 287,271 133,836 2,170,278 8,912,077 

543,913 275,636 148,331 2,007,854 8,411,070 

536,176 280,641 148,384 1,971,827 8,661,110 

472,839 237,506 152,085 2,201,933 8,980,912 

467,077 228,531 158,881 2,210,438 8,946,697 

433,495 223,889 169,413 2,268,407 8,960,935 

482,482 212,925 117,819 2,136,789 8,444,696 

411,935 197,495 86,717 2,213,493 8,289,882 


Bureau of Animal Industry, The above figures do not represent production, as a product may be in* 
apeoted nsore than once in course of further manufacture. 
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Table 364. — Meat and meat products: International trade, average 1926-1929, 

annual 1929-1931 


Calendar year 


Country 

Average, 1925-1929 

1920 

1930 

19311 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PRINCIPAI. EXPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIES 

Argentina. 

United States. 

Denmark. 

Netherlands. 

New Zealand. 

Uruguay. 

Australia >. 

Canada. 

Brazil. 

Irish Free Stale. 

Poland. 

Sweden. 

China. 

Chile. 

Hungary. 

Yugoslavia. 

Union of South Africa 
Rumanfa_ 

1,000 
pounds 
2,028, 126 

1,421,05i 
640,408 
534,082 
442,571 
396,117 
380,162 
144,720 
131,003 
105,059 
71,019 
61,061 
48,376 
40,820 
33,182 
27,761 
24,681 
21,040 

1,000 
pounds 
465 
147,765 
26,602 
200,537 
1,102 
16 
6,691 
27,306 
10,611 
66,964 
45,836 
46,886 
3,672 
4,206 
6,733 
9,664 
15,656 

81,037 

1,000 
pounds 
1,701,610 
1,448,801 
681,512 
468,530 
428,335 
371,429 
383,319 
81,528 
201,911 
110,625 
68,938 
63,362 
41,082 
44,901 
i 10,691 

1 22,364 

27,405 
*13,765 

1,000 

pounds 

427 

217,795 

28,420 

168,486 

1,198 

0 

7,803 
40,774 
6,417 
60,641 
66,447 
48,848 
4,001 
3,240 
4,285 
12,085 
15,687 
*6 

1,000 

pounds 

1,552,620 

1,183,014 
875,694 
438,879 
514,666 

400.543 

344.543 
35,045 

288,230 
80,190 
, 106,227 
87,300 
43,000 

I 41,134 
32,709 
15,566 
32,102 
*19,093 

1,000 

pounds 

323 

97,765 

28,166 

176,253 

I, 027 

0 

4,212 
39,835 
6,953 
62,753 
39,860 
50,325 
3,563 
2,131 
5,621 
10,264 

II, 885 
M 

1,000 

pounds 

1,544,619 

623,873 

1,073,373 

480,223 

619,769 

850,546 
34,147 
184,108 

95.865 
189,409 

91,086 

48,536 

29.866 
20,003 
17,129 
23,648 

1,000 
pounds 
348 
61,672 
28,583 
165,396 
6S9 

7,411 

13,962 

2,786 

62,267 

6,585 

46,040 

1,491 

6,279 

8,716 

19,667 

Total. 

Total: 

Beef. 

Pork. 

Mutton and lamb 
Unclassified. 

Total. 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIBS 

United Kingdom. 

Germany. 

France. 

Italy. 

Bel^um. 

Ciiha - _ _ 



6,563,010 

027,737 

6,160,181 

1 666,377 

6,169,461 

638,830 

5,326,289 | 

422,691 

2,872,076 
2,274,327 . 
607,310 
709,208 1 

280,592 
160,315 1 
1,430 
186,400 1 

2,439,630 

2,272,587 

633,513 

823,442 

305,714 

147,749 

062 

210,052 

2,423,035 

2,147,776 

735,960 

862,685 

235,068 

126,682 

809 

176,371 

1,972,044 
2^200,800 
695,156 
458,289 

196,242 

79,783 

848 

145,818 

6,653,010 

627,737 

0,169,181 

065,377 

6,169,461 

538,830 

5,326,289 

422,691 

127,797 
42,080 j 
62,427 1 
18,680 
60,122 
760 
8,405 
0,887 
116 
7,200 
3,107 
6,116 

3, :is:i 

4, m 

0 

2,:i36 

1,264 

590 

1,820 

144 


112,801 

55,142 

73,345 

12,663 

39,660 

2,285 

9,915 

10,602 

208 

4,017 

3,057 

^710 

3,258 

1,296 

0 

2,249 

1,247 

1,104 

1,623 

147 

3,708,244 
670,475 
176,627 
230,546 
184,702 1 
168,102 i 
121, 615 
100,048 
70,088 
2,510 
30,705 
34,883 
31,468 
20,245 
21,607 
16,323 
12,813 
11,029 
12,807 
8,599 

140,094 
78,441 
67,603 
14,482 
36,466 
2,231 
9,909 
8,634 
138 
1,135 
2,779 
5,342 
3,019 
3,001 

0 

1,085 

978 

1,471 

1,377 

108 

CO 

115,616 
64,407 
58,840 
17,147 
32,592 

4,217,133 

463,257 

324,484 

168,851 

187,764 

Austria. 

Czechoslovakia. 

Japan. 

Mexico. 

Norway. 

Spain. 

Switzerlami. 

Finland. 

Philippine Islands.-- 

British Malaya. 

British India. 

Peru. 

Algeria. 

Egypt. 

Total. 

11,580 

6,332 

146 

93 

960 

6,367 

2,829 

6,294 

0 

1,335 

776 

1,342 

887 

80 

02,383 

80,499 

76,480 

58,361 

21,304 

32,240 

32,615 

8,179 

17,204 

11,006 

16,047 

17,119 

3,592 

360,818 

0,163,620 

337,834 

5,633,485 

379,373 

5,773,202 

326,729 

5,828,408 

Total: 

Beef. 

Pork. 

Mutton and lamb 
Unclassified. 

Total. 

120,843 
32,082 
4,185 
106,808 

2,696,113 

2,163,324 

680,366 

613,727 

108,387 
27,698 
2,714 
190,135 

2,254,053 

2,003,449 

702,048 

583,885 

122,053 
36,185 
5,848 
215,287 

2,231,306 

2,149,631 

793,670 

598,505 

108,490 

37,956 

3,300 

176,893 

2,180,815 

2,241,362 

873,971 

529,260 

360,818 

6,163,520 

337,834 

5,633,435 

379,373 

5,773,292 

326,729 

5,828,408 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. 


1 Preliminary. 

> Year ended June 30. 

3 4-year average. 

* International Yearbook 


of Agricultural Statistics. 
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Ta.bli] 365.— Hides, packer; Average price per pound at Chicago, 19SS-193g 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from annual reports of the Chicago Board of Trade. 
Data 1893-1922, available in 1925 Yearbook, p. 1199, Table 610. 

Table 367 .—Meats and lard: Estimated total production and per capita consump¬ 
tion in United States, 1900-1931 
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BEEF CATTLE. HOGS, SHEEP, HORSES, MULES, ETC. 

Table 368.—Horses and mules: Number and valve on farms in ike United States 

January 1, 1910-1933 ’ 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Montbly prices, 
by States, weighted by number of horses Jan. 1, to obtain a price for the United States; yearly prices obtained 
by weighting monthly prices by receipts at public stockyards. 


Table 370. — Mules: Price per head received by producersj United States, 1926-1932 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Based on returns of special price reporters. Monthly prices by 
States, weighted by number of mules Jan. l, to obtain a price for the United States. 
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Table 371.— Horses, horse colts, mules and mule colts: Estimated number on 
farms and value per head, by States, January 1, 1931-1933 


State and division 


Number Value head i Number Value per head i 



Bureau of Agricoltoral Eoonomios. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 

1 Sum of total value of subgroups (dassifled by age), divided by total number and rounded to i 
dollar for States. Division and united States averages not rounded. 

1 Preliminary. 

























































































































































Table 373.— Horses, mules, and asses in specified countries, average 1921-1925, annual 1930-31 
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BEEF CATTLE, HOGS, SHEEP, HORSES, MULES, ETC. 



Bee footnotes at end of table. 















































































































Tablb 372.— Horses, mules, and asses in specified countries, average 1921 - 1926 , annual 19 S 0-31 —Continued 
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Tanganyika Territory. 
Estimated total 


BEEF CATTLE, HOGS, SHEEP, HORSES, MULES, ETC, 
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Table 873. — Milk cows: Numbers and value per head in the United States^ 

188(hl9SS 



1 Prior to 1900, estimates for each lO-year period represent an index of annual chances applied to the 
census as a base on first report after census data were available. Figures for 1900 to 1919 are tentatively 
revised estimates of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics for numbers on Jon. 1. Figures from 1920 to 
1931 are revised estimates mode in 1932, based upon study of 1930 census report. Figures 1900 to 1933 
relate to '‘cows and heifers 2 years old and over Jan, 1, kept for milk.” 

8 Values for 1880-1899relate to “milk cows.” Data for 1900-1926 are an old series of values of “milk cows” 
adjusted to relate to “milk cows and heifers, 2 years old and over” on basis of relationship between the 
2series from 1926 to 1928. Conversion factor was 0.955 (base is old series). Data for 1926-1933 are values 
rating to “milk cows and heifers 2 years old and over.” 

8 Italic figures are from the census. Figures for census years 1880 and 1890 represent "milk cows”; 1900. 
“cows kept for milk 2 years and over”; 1910 “cows and heifers kept for milk, bom before Jan. 1, 1909” 
(15}i months and over); 1920 “dairy cattle 2 years old and over kept mainly for milk production”; 1925 
and 1030, “number of cows milked in 1924 and 1929.” Census dates were June 1 from 1880 to 1900; Apr. IL 
1910: Jan. 1,1920 and 1926; Apr. 1,1930. 

* Preliminary. 
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7ablb 374. Milk cowSj hc^&rsj and h&ifcT cdlvesi EstimcLtcd number on formsm 
by Statesj January 1, 19S1-19SS 


Heifers 1 to 2 years Heifer calves under 
old being kept for 1 year being kept 
milk cows for nulk cows 



United States.|23, B76|24» 469126.186| 67.10j 39.57| 29.16j 4.776| 4,6851 4,641| 4.887| 4,9451 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of Crop Reporting Board. Revisions by States, 192l>- 
1927, except for heifer calves, are published in February, 1935^ Crops and Markets. 
iProUminory. 
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Table 375 .—Heifers and heifer calves: Estimated number on farms, United States, 
January 1, 19B0~19S3 


Year 

Heifers 1 
to 2 years 
old being 
kept for 
milk cows 

Heifer 
calves 
under 1 
year being 
kept for 
milk cows 

Year 

Heifers 1 
to 2 years 
old being 
kept for 
milk cows 

Heifer 
calves 
under 1 
year being 
kept for 
milk cows 

Year 

Heifers 1 
to 2 years 
old being 
kept for 
milk cows 

Heifer 
calves 
under 1 
year being 
kept for 
milk cows 


Thou¬ 
sands 
4,420 
4,164 
3,972 
4,155 
4,143 

Thou¬ 

sands 

1025 

Thou¬ 

sands 

4,171 

4,045 

4,048 

4,158 

4,404 

Thou¬ 

sands 

4,274 

4,276 

4,883 

4,606 

4,911 

m30 __ _ _ 

Thou¬ 

sands 

4,700 

4,776 

4,685 

4,641 

Thou¬ 

sands 

5,005 

4,887 

4,946 

5,109 



1926 

1031__ _ __ 

1092 _ 


1927 

1932__ _ _ 



1923 

19331_ 

1924. 

4,426 

1929. 

1 




Bureau of Agricultural Economios. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 


1 Prdlminary. 


Table 376 .—Purebred dairy cattle: Number registered, each year, by breeds. 

United States, 1931-1933 


Year 

Ayrshire 

Guernsey 

Holstein-Friesian 

Jersey 

Bulls 

Cows 

Total 

Bulls 

Cows 

Total 

Bulls 

Cows 

Total 

Bulls 

Cows 

Total 

1923-.. 

1924. — 

1925. — 

1926. — 

1027.. - 

1928.. ..! 
1929-.-. 
1980— 

1931.. .. 
1932— 

Num¬ 

ber 

1,678 

1,431 

1,661 

1,720 

1,847 

2,274 

2,686 

2,050 

1,652 

1,317 

Num¬ 

ber 

5,508 

6,972 

6,142 

6,654 

7,837 

8,833 

8,159 

7,324 

6,306 

Nuirif 
her 
7,653 
6,939 
7,633 
7,862 
8,401 
10, 111 
11,419 
10,209 
8,876 
7,623 

Num¬ 

ber 

9,768 

10,301 

11,299 

12,392 

12,777 

14,363 

14,661 

15,810 

12,880 

10,962 

Num¬ 

ber 

16,976 

18,166 

20,742 

22,298 

22,694 

24,664 

26,288 

28,662 

27.964 

25,817 

Num¬ 

ber 

26,734 

28,467 

82,041 

34,690 

35.471 
39,027 
40,949 

44.472 
40,844 
35,779 

Num¬ 

ber 

29,080 
28,209 
26,935 
28,117 
28,817 
33,512 
35,438 
29,242 
21,811 
13,834 

Num¬ 

ber 

86,043 
83,320 
82,659 
82,971 
81,146 
88,214 
89,927 
75,901 
70,535 
54,481 

Num¬ 

ber 

115,132 
111, 529 
109,594 
111,088 
109,963 
121,726 
125,365 
105,143 
92,346 
68,315 

Num¬ 

ber 

12,291 
12,331 
12,131 
12,837 
15,666 
19,393 
10,230 
14,350 
10,262 
7,678 

Num¬ 

ber 

38,159 

39,832 

41,725 

42,915 

48,411 

54,516 

52,431 

43,767 

38,211 

33,551 

Num¬ 

ber 

50,450 

52,163 

53,856 

55,752 

64,077 

73,909 

71,661 

58,117 

48,473 

41,229 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Obtained from registry associations. See 1980 Yearbook, Table 
41, p. 901, and 1932 for data for earlier years. 


I Year ended Apr. 1. 

Table 377.— Cattle: Tuberculin testing under accredited-herd and area plans, 

1933-1933 


Year 
ended 
June 30 

Cattle tested 

Modi¬ 
fied ac¬ 
credited 
coun¬ 
ties 

Herds ac¬ 
credited 1 

Herds 

passed 

one 

testi 

Herds 
under 
super¬ 
vision 1 

Accredited 
herd plan 

Area plan 

Total 

Beactors found 

1923. 

Number 

1,695,662 

1,865,863 

2,008,526 

1.989,048 

2,522,791 

2,589,844 

2,853,633 

2,953,350 

3,086,403 

3,131,426 

Number 

1,765,187 

3.446.501 

4.991.502 
6,661,732 
7,177,385 

8,691,646 

8,830,087 

9,892,521 

10,695,870 

10,312,131 

Number 
3,460,849 
5,312,364 
7,000,028 
8,650,780 
9,700,176 
11,281,400 
11,683,720 
12,845,871 
13,782,273 i 
13,443,567 


Per cent 
3.3 

3.2 
3.1 

3.7 

2.9 

2.3 

1.8 
1.7 
1.5 

1.9 

Number 


Number 

150,748 

216,737 

392,740 

382,674 

229,086 

427,595 

249,420 

227,921 

360,735 

262,988 

Number 

187.915 
306,809 
414,620 
436,840 
261,148 
473,218 
281,323 
347,448 

356.916 
303,832 

1924 . 

1925 . 

1926 . 

1927 . 

1928 . 

1929 . 

1930 . 

1931 . 

1932 . 



Bureau of Animal Industry. Current data on tuberculosis-eradication work, including progress by 
States and counties, may be obtained from Bureau of Animal Industry. 


1 The figures in these columns represent net increases at the dose of each year. 
> Bepresents decrease from figures for previous year. 
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Table 378 .—Milk cows and production of milk: Estimated number of producing 
cows, yield per cow, and production of milk by States, 1929-1932 


Total production of milk 
on farms * 


State and division 
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Table 379 .—Milk and hutterfat produced and milk used for each purpose on farms, 

19SS 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates. 

1 Estimated av^age number of milk cows on farms during 1982. The estimates ezciudo heifers not yet 
fresh but include some cows which had calves running with them much of the year. 

s These estimates exclude milk sucked by calves, milk spilled or lost up to the time it is measured, 
skimmed, or delivered by farmers, and miiir produced by cows not on farms. 

»Approximations based chiefly on the population in small towns and rural areas whore most tollies 
purchase their milk supply directly from local farmers. Estimates include milk equivalent of cream. 

* Estimates Include milk delivered to creameries, condonsaries, cheese tootories, and market-milk re¬ 
ceiving stations, but exclude market milk sold to other farmers for local retail delivery. 

< As computed by counties. 
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Tablb cow8^ Estimdted (ivbtciqb pnc6 ^ per hsad T€c&iv6d hy ptoducBTS^ 

United States, lB^S-1932 



Jan. 

16 

Feb. 

16 

Mar. 

16 

Apr. 

15 

May 

16 

June 

16 

July 

15 

Aug. 

16 

Sept. 

15 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Aver¬ 

age 


Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

HUM 

64.01 

64.16 

66.29 

56.14 

56.91 

66.34 

66.22 

55.46 


65.51 

55.39 

54.66 

56.43 

1924. 

65.67 

65.49 

66.88 

65.92 

66.37 

66.45 

55.46 

55.74 

66.64 

54.30 



65.48 

1926. 

64.81 

64.79 

56.19 

66.86 

57.88 

57.79 

57.96 

58.26 

58.68 

60.17 

EMI 


67.87 

rnmmm 

62.06 

03.41 

63.17 

65.06 


66.74 

66.68 

66.37 

66.12 

66.26 

66.91 

66.74 

65.61 

1927. 

66.77 

68.22 


71.98 

72.43 

74.19 

7415 

74.24 

Kira 

78.62 

81.09 

82.36 

7419 

1928. 

83.11 

86.34 

87.96 

88.66 


89.90 

90.37 

90.43 

92.66 

92.86 

93.05 

92.87 

89.75 

1929. 


91.77 

92.80 

93.56 

04.94 

95.29 

96.34 

96.26 

95.55 

95.12 

94.48 

92.61 

9410 

1930. 

89.17 

85.02 

81.00 

80.70 

79.53 

77.62 

71.75 

65.91 

66.23 

66.37 

64 68 

62.00 

7416 

1931. 

69.90 

66.88 

66.34 

66.63 

54.45 

61.50 

49.47 

47.85 

46.68 

45.58 

45.99 

44.17 

61.28 

1932. 

42.09 

40.57 

39.42 

39.29 

37,34 

36.10 

36.44 

36.20 

36.88 

34.39 

33.24 

32.40 

36.96 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Monthly prices by States, weighted by number of milk cows Jan. 1, 
to obtain a price for the United States; yearly price is a simple average of 12 months. For previous data see 
1930 or earlier Yearbooks. 


1 As reported by country dealers. 


Table 381 .—Average production, feed cost, and value per cow, of hutterfat and 
milk, classified on hutterfat basis, 13-month records completed in 1931 by dairy 
herd-improvement associations 




Butterfat 

Feed costs 

Value of 

Retnm 
for$l 
spent 
for feed 

Feed 

Feed 

Cows 

(number) 

Milk 
per cow 

Quan¬ 

tity 

Price 

per 

pound 


Rough- 
age in¬ 
cluding 
pasture 

Grain 

Total 

product 

over 

feed 

cost 

cost per 
pound 
of but¬ 
terfat 

cost per 
100 

pounds 
of milk 

78. 

Pounds 

286 

Pounds 

12 

Dollar 

0.66 

Dollars 

8J 

Dollars 

36 

Dollars 

11 

Dollars 

Dollars 

-38 

Dollars 

O-ITJ 

Dollars 

3.83 

Dollars 

16.14 

481. 

J,373 

56 

.61 

34 

30 

13j 

43 

-9 

.79 

.78 

3.13 

2.111. 


106 

.60 

63 

32 ] 

17 


14 

1.29 

.46 

1.81 

8,846. 


156 

.56 

86 

33 

20 

53 

33 

1.62 

.34 

1.32 

26,187. 



.55 

112 

36 

25 

60 

52 

1.87 

.30 

1.13 

46.W8. 


251 

.56 

138 

37 

29 

66 

72 

2.09 

.26 

1.01 




.55 

166 

39 

34 

Hi 

93 

2.27 

.24 

.96 


8,828 

348 

.66 

192 

40 , 

38 

78 

114 

2.46 

.22 

.88 


9,967 

397 

.66 

220 

42 

43 

86 

135 

2.59 

.21 

.86 

11,727. 

11, 111 

446 

.66 

249 

43 

48 

91 

158 

2.74 

.20 

.82 

4,917. 

12,351 

496 

.57 

284 

46 

53 

98 

186 

2.90 

.20 

.79 

1,777. 

13,639 

646 

,60 

326 

48 

61 

109 

216 

2.98 

.20 

.81 

656. 

15.116 


.61 

367 

62 

68 

120 

247 

3.06 

.20 

.79 

266. 


646 

.64 

411 

66 

73 

129 

282 

3.19 

.20 

.79 

101. 



.07 

407 

63 

84 

147 

320 

3.18 

.21 

.84 

67. 


748 

.70 

524 

69 , 

88 

167 

367 

3.34 

.21 

.79 

17. 

21,546 


.68 

642 

79 

88 

167 

376 

3.26 

.21 

.78 

nWHMiPli 

22,820 

837 

.60 

499 

62 

88 

140 

359 

3.66 

.17 

.61 

6. 

24,922 


.62 

566 

61 

98 

159 

397 

3.50 

.18! 

.64 

2. 

22,408 


.82 

764 

91 

102 

193 

671 

a96 

.21 

.86 

3. 

25,262 

996 

.73 

722 

80 

83 

163 

669 

4.43 

.16 

.66 

1. 

28,954 

1,053 

.40 

519 

46 

104 

149 

370 

3.48 

.14 

.61 

Average.. 


300 

.50 


39 

34 

73 

97 

2.33 

.24 

.93 


Bureau of Dairy Industry. 
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Table 382 .—Number of dairy herd-improvement and bull aesodatione^ United 

States, 1906-19S2 


Year begin¬ 
ning July — 

Dairy 
herd im¬ 
prove¬ 
ment 
associa¬ 
tions 

Coopera¬ 
tive dairy 
bull asso¬ 
ciations 

Year begin¬ 
ning July — 

Dairy 
herd im¬ 
prove¬ 
ment 
associa¬ 
tions 

Coopera¬ 
tive dairy 
bull asso¬ 
ciations 

Calendar year 

Dairy 
herd im¬ 
prove¬ 
ment 
associa¬ 
tions 

Coopera¬ 
tive dairy 
bull asso¬ 
ciations 

lonft _ 

1 


lOlfi_ 

211 

16 


732 

220 

1907. 

4 


191A 

316 

21 

192A _ . 

777 

225 

1908 

e 

3 

1917 _ _ _ 

469 

36 

1927. 

837 

248 

1909___ _ 

26 

8 

WRyTlIII^^ 

353 

44 

1028. 

947 

235 

1910. 

40 


1919 

386 

78 

1929 _ 


339 

1911. 

64 

11 

19-20 

468 

123 


1,143 

296 

1912. 

82 

11 

1921 

462 

158 

1931. 

i: 112 

359 

1913. 

100 

12 

1922 

513 

190 

1932. 


402 

1914. 

163 

14 

1923. 

627 

218 




Bureau of Dairy Industry. 


Table 383 .—Dairy products: Quantity produced, 1924-1931 


Product 

1024 

1925 

1926 





1031 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 


pounds 

pounds 

pownds 

pounds 

Creamery butter. 

Whey butter (made from 
whey cream) ,,.. 

1,850,080 

1,361,526 

1,461,766 

1,496.405 

1,487,049 

1,597,027 

1,59a 231 

1,667.452 

1,665 

2,813 

1,774 

2,872 

1,217 

1,097 

1,221 

2,516 

(0 

Benovated or process butter. 

2,519 

2,605 

4,286 

2,716 

a 531 

1,850 

1,236 

American cheese: 








Whole milk. 

324,695 

347,240 

335,915 

307,777 

335,253 

870,314 

4,951 

378,816 

a653 

371,648 

Part skim___ 

2,470 

2,703 

2,927 

3,300 

2,000 

3,108 

Full skim.i 

1,605 

8,2981 

1,384 

1,888 

3,048 

1,074 

669 

416 

Swiss cheese (induding block) i 

21,844 

32,052 

23,457 

2a 883 

18,141 

16,718 

19,406 

26,393 

2a 234 

Brick and Munster cheese... 

34,101 

31,048 

31,546 

28,060 

31,763 

33,548 

8,473 

3a 484 

Llmburger cheese. 

9,734 

9,163 

9,630 

18,192 

8,842 

7,437 

8,568 

8,608 

Cream and Neufcbatel cheese. 

14,945 

17,576 

25,962 

30,689 

34,405 

33,213 
a 673 

33,637 

All Italian varieties of cheese. 

1,973 

1,562 

2,425 

3,377 

3,687 

5,948 

3,493 

4,851 

All other varieties of cheese.. 

4,622 

4,325 

5,003 

6,763 

9,027 

7,604 

7,029 

Cottage, pot, and bakers’ 


94,941 

97,641 


cheese. : 

64,347 

59,485 

67,977 

76,679 

87,625 

101,617 

Condensed milk (sweetened): 
Case goods— ' 

Skimmed _ 


2,044 

3,135 

1,208 

1.623 

1,366 

1,632 

2,092 

1,767 

Unskimmed _ _ 

Bulk goods— 

Skimmed. 

187,281 

186,807 

154,944 

161,355 

139,077 

14a 922 

121,626 

97,469 

96,581 

114,198 

147,473 

143,722 

154,723 

202,476 

168,971 

62,421 

140,361 

Unskimmed.,. 

47,429 

44,768 

65,737 

39,668 

38,660 

51,689 

45,887 

Unsweetened condensed milk 
(plain condensed): > 

Bulk goods— 




Skimmod. 

83,131 

86,954 

lia758 

126,085 

147,023 

153,624 

156,212 
128,203 

14a 416 

UnsfcimTnftd 

82^772 

113,556 

86,833 

101,354 

89,336 

151,662 

110,038 

Evaporated milk (unsweet¬ 
ened: I 

Case goods— 





Skimmed 

11.655 

5,694 

1,202,456 

11,985 

1,168,476 

8,100 

1,273,816 

10,618 


1,650 
1,449,149 

80 

Unskimmed 

1,189,755 

1,337,022 

1.499,644 

1,428.093 

Condensed or evaporated 





buttermilk. 

66,837 

77,079 

86,687 

09,180 

102,452 

107,288 

0a43l 

64,619 

Dried or powdered butter¬ 


milk. 

18,058 

20,246 

81,378 

88,435 

45,502 

54,215 

64,601 

50,536 

Powdered whole milk. 

7,887 

8,931 

ia708 

11,464 

9,605 

ia202 

15,440 

12,627 

Powdered skimmed milk.... 

69,219 

73,317 

91,718 

118,123 

147,990 

207,679 

260,676 

261,938 

161 

Powdered cream. 

1,018 

839 

331 

338 

673 

204 

400 

Dried casein (skim milk or 








buttermilk product). 

20,769 

16,660 

iad53 

18,033 

22,151 

3a637 

41,905 

3a 335 

Malted milk. 

15,889 

18,050 

20,673 

4,476 

22,116 

21,128 

22,850 

22,691 

19,197 

Milk sugar (crude). 

3,331 

5,655 

4,077 

5,323 

a 965 

12,779, 

9,562 

Ice cream of all kinds (gal¬ 








lons) . 

181,564 

214,882 

215,248 

22a 756 

232.185 

254,618 

24a 76 o! 

20a239 


Bureau of Anlcultural Economics. Compiled from reports of factories made direct to the bureau. The 
1929, 1930, ana 1931 statistics are the most complete since these reports were inaugurated in 1918. Borne 
allowance, therefore, should be made for this when comparing production in those years with that of pre¬ 
vious years. 

^ Included In creamery butter. 

> Unsweetened condensed milk (plain condensed) was classified as “Evaporated milk (unsweetened) 
bulk goods,“ in previous years. 


































































Tablb 384 .—Dairy products: Quantity produced hy months, 1931 
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Table 386. —Fluid milk and cream: Receipts^ at New York, Philadelphia^ Boston, 
and Chicago, hy origin — 19S1 and 1932 

(4(y-qiiart units) * 



New York 

Philadelphia 

Boston 

Chicago 

State or origin 

1931 

1932 


jlllll^^llllll 




Fluid milk: 

Pn'OTiP.f't'.imit. ^ _ 

226,755 
2a 745 
521 

240,152 

37,533 



5,965 



Delaware. .. 

609,171 

531,282 



IniUftTiii 




Maine. _ 




653,069 

769,217 



180,314 

142,939 

159,558 

158,536 

897,193 

893,651 


Meflpanhnsetta 

628,173 
778,266 

596,958 

744,764 


New HaiPpsl»ire - 




New Jersey _ 

82a 525 
24,316,614 
12,517 
5,105,697 

3,069,672 
23,461,264 
14,578 
5,320,303 

i 531,023 
3,019 
1,110 

1 5,104,875 

1 592,659 


New York 

616,967 

862,067 


nhin _ 



Pennsylvania _ _ 

4,764,898 




P.hrifle Island __ 


387 

3,840,920 


Vwmont_ 

1,293,051 

1,515,632 



3,834,583 


Virginia. 

87,120 

69,976 

691 

13,836 

41,676 

291 


West ViiTgiTjia __ 






Wisconsin 






Canada_......._ 

5,170 





Total____ 







32,164,848 

33,977,228 

7,243,678 

6,838,092 

6,416,012 

6,204,319 


Fluid cream: 

Aiahnmfl, __ 






4,859 

899 



Arkansas.—_ 



406 



4,652 

Connecticut. 

6,152 

826 

600 

14,130 

5,945 

2,455 

1,478 

23,672 


1 

Delaware. 

a 035 
2,000 
97,298 

6,324 
8,085 
7a 147 



Illinois...___ 

1,400 

12,897 

5,9^ 

26,434 

208,826 

20,630 

6,217 

341 

13,611 

Indiana 

Iowa.__... 

Kansas_ 





2,496 
6,210 
76,006 
200 
1,678 
20,079 
7,335 

5,165 
3,742 
57,793 
6,640 
1,264 
20,054 
230 

Kentucky_ 



1,200 


Maine _- 





Marylaiid-- __ __ ___ 

886 

2,215 

250 

2,665 

296 

1,200 

300 

25,403 

39,701 


Massachusetts_ 


Michigan - - _ 

6,500 

3,018 

2,060 

1,071 

3,102 
42 
4 

28,370 

Minnesota -_ ^ 

5,483 

Mississippi_—- 

Missnind 

850 

7,098 

7,888 

2,618 

19,783 

21,918 

36,536 

17,071 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey _ 

18,275 

1,517,191 

19,391 
1,414,917 

1,091 

21,004 

620 

5,265 


New York__ 

58,684 

24,237 


North Dakota 


Oh In _ 

17,969 

23,816 

23,804 

12,288 

17,220 

18,399 

5,452 

200 

Oklahoma. _ 

Pennsylvania.... 

225,457 

189,677 

41,719 

37,200 

500 


Rhode Island_ 

2,041 


South Dakota_ 






2 

205 

Tennessee. 

Teims. 

6,701 

2,824 

a 166 

1,145 

1,800 

400 

13,523 

11,605 

Vermont. 

76,630 

117,320 

266,386 

237,635 



9,837 

6,695 

75,687 

6,982 

4,031 

73,702 


Welt Virginia. 






Wisconsin__ 

3,645 
1,339 

23,521 

2,456 

67,039 

67,208 

380,233 

Canada. 

Tntal _ 






1.898.602 

1. 031 

333,875 

273,280 

588,110 

542,005 

670,907 


1 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 Figures include both rail and truck receipts at Philadelphia and Boston for 1931 and 1932, also New 
York for 1932, but rail only at New York for 1931; Chicago receipts are rail only. Receipts by truck at 
New York in 1981 were: Milk, 2,370,129 cans; cream, 14,793 cans. ^ y u w 

*40quart units equal 10 gallons, or about 86 pounds for milk and about 82.5 pounds for cream. 
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Table 386,— Milk, condensed and evaporated: International trade, average 
1925-1929, annual 1928-1931 


Calendar year 



PRINCIPAL EXPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIES IfOOO 

pounds 

Netherlands.319,831 

United States.118,215 

Switzerland-.-. 76,691 

Denmark. 55,660 

Canada- 32,287 

Australia ®. 20,852 

Norway. 18,482 

Italy. 0i 804 

Irish Free State. ^668 

Belgium 3. 2,582 

Czechoslovakia. 532 

New Zealand *. 1,494 


1,000 1,000 
pounds pounds 
291 354,572 
2,830 115,551 
35 82,252 
17 52,597 
142 27,118 
70 19,975 
789 18,747 
1,335 7,092 

1,598 10,747 
1,416 3,516 


1,000 1,000 1,000 
pounds pouTids pounds 


139 393,151 
2,634 90,459 
13 72,660 
2 51,916 
179 20,471 
52 11,459 
323 13)447 
2,124 5,141 

1,116 10,321 


695 
1,611 
15 
6 
164 
21 

111 I 11,170 



Total.065,074 8,906 693,900 8,285 703.203 7,804 679,025 6,995 663,015 12,271 


1,060 16,079 
8,910 13,493 


27 11,305 
320 9,171 

0 8,593 

0 7,076 

162 6,275 

0 6,644 

0 4,198 

186 3,694 


27,732 29fS,601 
0 46,492 
0 34,990 
0 29,875 
0 27,436 


PRINCIPAL IMPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIES 

United Kingdom.— 21,867 28a 504 25,046 301,978 27,732 29a 601 

Cuba. 0 47,460 0 44,340 0 46,492 

Dutch East Indies.. 15 27,265 0 30,875 0 34,990 

Philippine Islands.. 0 25,810 0 26,524 0 29,875 

British India. 0 22,365 0 2a 354 0 27,436 

Germany«. 1,960 16,079 1,477 13,290 4,235 8,264 

France. 8,910 13,493 12,483 12,271 ia204 12,975 

China. 0 12,227 0 14,643 0 13,285 

Union of South 

Africa. 27 11,306 46 12,020 16 12,132 

Japan. 320 9,171 386 8,411 316 8,865 

Peru*. 0 a603 0 8,444 0 a667 

Siam?. 0 7,076 0 8,827 0 a447 

Indo-Ohina. 162 a 275 >128 6,792 >72 a 245 

Greece. 0 6,644 0 A 048 0 7,879 

Jamaica. 0 4,198 0 4,614 0 6,084 

Algeria. 186 3,694 206 4.910 270 4,105 

Trinidad and To- « « 

bago. 0 a 181 0 3,706 0 3,850 

TuSs. 0 2,343 0 2,707 0 2,693 

BrazU. 0 1,431 0 1,366 0 1,252 

Argentina. 15 1,418 12 1,363 16 1,578 

Egypt. 358 1,366 368 1,347 601 1,525 

Ausfrla®. 213 1,214 349 1,205 371 1,247 

Poland. 34 327 19 464 _^^ 

Total. 34,062 612,429 4a 612 644,474 43,736 646,772 


25,046 301,978 
0 44,340 
0 30,875 
0 26,524 
0 2a354 
1,477 13,290 


46 12,020 
386 8,411 

0 8,444 

0 8,827 

>128 6,792 

0 a 043 
0 4,614 

205 4,910 



0 3a767 
0 33,416 
0 29,077 
0 27,261 



4,236 8,264 a 772 4,361 

la 204 12,976 13,127 14,965 | 14,074 | 17,610 

0 13,285 0 11,363 

16 12,182 447 4,310 

316 8,865 786 8,896 

0 a 667 0 7,708 

0 a 447 0 8,311 

>72 a 245 89 7,321 

0 7,879 0 7,218 

0 5,084 0 5,129 

270 4,105 1,052 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Ofllclal sources except where otherwise stated. 
1 Preliminary. 

> International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

> Exports include powdered milk. 

* Imports include powdered milk. 

> Java and Madura only. 

«Includes some powdered milk. . 

7 Figures for 12 months ending Mar. 81 of following year. 
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Table 387. — Milk: Estimated average price per 100 pounds received by producers; 

United States, 1923-1932 


Year 

Jan. 

15 

Feb. 

15 

Mar. 

15 

Apr. 

15 

May 

15 

June 

15 

July 

15 


Sept. 

16 





Dolls. 

Dolls, 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolts. 

Dolls. 

Dolts. 

Dolls. 

19231. 

2.79 

2 81 

2.75 

2.75 

2.65 


2.61 

2.70 

2.81 

2 98 

3.02 

2.92 

1924. 

2 80 

2 84 

2.75 


2.10 

2.40 

2.29 

2.18 

2.35 

2.43 

2.46 

2.55 

1925. 

2.48 

2 55 

2.62 

2.48 

2.47 

2.47 

2.45 

2.55 

2.56 

2.73 

2.69 

2.65 

1926. 

2 74 

2.68 

2.56 

2.46 

2.39 

2.35 


2.37 

2.47 

2,46 

2.60 

2.61 

1927. 

2 68 

2.64 

2.65 

2.68 

2.61 

2.44 


2.36 

2.48 

2 55 

2.56 

2,64 

192b. 

2 67 


2.61 

2.51 

2.49 

2.45 

2.45 

2.46 

2.56 

2.60 

2.63 

2.66 


2 64 

2.64 

2.63 

2.59 

2.63 

2.47 

2. 46 

2.50 

2.52 

2.65 

2 60 

2.60 

1930. 

2.53 

2.44 

2.39 

2.35 

2.28 

2.22 

2.15 

2.18 

2.25 

2.30 

2.31 

2.20 

1931. 


1.96 

1.92 

1.85 

1.73 

1.66 

1.62 

1.64 

1.70 

1.72 

1.73 

1.67 

1932. 

1.56 

1.49 

1.43 

1.39 

1.29 

1.17 


1.21 

1.25 

1.28 

1.26 

1.26 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
by States, weighted by number of milk cows Jan. 1, to obtain a price for the tJmted Stales. Prices quoted 
are for milk sold to dealers, factories, etc. 


1 Prices from January to August 1923, estimated on the basis of changes in reported prices per gedlon. 

Table 388. — Milk: Milk dealers' average buying prices per hundredweight for 
standard grade milk testing SM per cent hutterfat which is used for dty distribution 
as milk and cream, 1923-1932 

[P. 0 . b. local shipping point or country plant] 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Aver¬ 

age 


Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DolU. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

1923. 

2,75 

2.67 

2.66 

2.63 

2.65 

2.53 

2.66 

2.67 

2.78 

2.79 

2.89 

2.82 

2.69 

1924. 

2.86 

2,74 

2.69 

2.63 

2.56 

2.42 

2.47 

2.51 

2 61 

2.64 

2.71 

2.67 

2.63 

1925. 

2.68 

2.73 

2.66 

2.62 

2.58 


2.55 

2.65 

2.66 

2.79 

2.78 

2.80 

2.67 

1926. 

2.87 

2.79 

2.78 

2.77 

2.64 

2.62 

2.65 

2.68 

2.71 

2.76 

2.79 

2.84 

2.74 

1927. 

2.83 

2.78 

2.74 

2.71 

2.67 

2.62 

2.63 

2.67 

2.68 

2.75 

2.78 

2.81 

2.72 

1928. 

2.87 

2.83 

2.79 

2.74 

2.65 

2.66 

2.66 

2.73 

2.76 

2.82 

2.86 

2.88 

2.77 

1929. 

2.87 

2.86 

2.83 

2.79 

2.77 

2.69 

2.76 

2.77 

2.82 

2.85 

2.88 

2.86 

2.81 

1930. 

2.81 

2,77 

2.74 

2.69 

2.63 

2.57 

2.60 

2.60 

2.73 

2.69 

2.69 

2.59 

2.68 

1931. 

2.46 

2.38 

2.33 

2.25 

2.14 

2.16 

2.13 

2.20 

2.14 

2.14 

2.10 

2.00 

2.20 

1932. 

1.95 

1.88 

1.80 

1.77 

1.71 


1.62 

1.64 

1.64 

1.68 

1.64 

1.57 

1.72 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of the bureau, secured through the coopera¬ 
tion of milk distributors, producers, associations, and muzucipal officers. 


Table 389. — Milk: Average prices per hundrcdioeight paid producers by condevr 
sarics for milk testing 3.5 per cent hutterfat, /. o. 6. factory, 1923-1932 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr, 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Aver¬ 

age 


Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

DoUs. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

Dolls. 

1923. 

2.40 

2.37 

2.31 

2.22 

2.04 

2.02 

2 12 

2.16 

2.18 

2.23 

2.21 

2.21 

2.21 

1924. 

2.18 

2.13 

2.09 

1.03 

1.72 

1.64 

1.66 

1.66 

1.66 

1.70 

1.71 

1.85 

1.83 

1925. 

1.92 

1.93 

1.93 

1.93 

1.SS 

1.82 

1,91 

1.98 

2.01 

2.09 

2.15 

2.16 

1.81 

1926. 

2.17 

2.06 

2.03 

1.93 

1.81 

1.79 

1.79 

1.84 

1.95 

2.00 

2.09 

2.22 

1.97 

1927. 

2.28 

2.28 

2.20 

2.14 

2.00 

1.91 

1.91 

2.00 

2.07 

2.15 

2.20 

2.25 

2.12 

1928. 

2.27 

2.22 

2.08 

2,05 

1.97 

1.92 

1.96 

2.07 

2.16 

2.10 

2.21 

2.28 

2.12 

1929. 

2.23 

2.18 

2.14 

2.07 

1.99 

1.92 

1.91 

1.96 

1.97 

2.04 

2.07 

2.02 

2.04 

1930. 

1.87 

1.71 

1.69 

1.68 

1.67 

1,68 

1.64 

1.61 

1.72 

1.76 

1.07 

1.66 ' 

1.67 


1.42 

1.35 

1.27 

1.21 

1.12 

1.04 

1.02 

1.02 

1.12 

1.22 

1.23 

1.19 

1.18 

1982. 

L12 

.99 

.96 

.93 


.81 

.77 

.80 

.85 

.86 

.86 

.92 

.89 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of the bureau, secured through the coopera, 
tion of firms operating condenserles. 
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Table 390.— stcmdard or grade B: Retail 'price per guartf delivered to family 

trade in citiest 1920-193B 


[This price represents the dealers selling price per quart, bottled, delivered to femllies] 


City 

1920 

1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 


1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931 

t 

1932 


CeiUs 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

i 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Boston. 

17.2 

15.5 

13.6 

14.3 

13.4 

13.9 

14,6 

14 7 

15.2 

15.4 

15.3 

12.9 

10.6 

New York. 

16.7 

15.1 

14.6 

14.8 

13.9 

14.8 

16.0 

15,3 

15.6 

16.0 

16.7 

14.7 

12.0 

Philadelphia. 

14.2 

11.7 

11.2 

12.5 

12.0 

12.0 

12.2 

13 0 

13.0 

13.3 

13.0 

11.7 

10.0 

Pittsburgh. 

15.7 

14.1 

12.5 

14.3 

14.1 

14.1 

14.0 

14 5 

14 0 

14.2 

13.3 

11.6 

8.9 

Cleveland. 

16.5 

13.6 

11.4 

13.8 

13.3 

14.0 

14 2 

14 2 

13 9 

12.5 

12.1 

10.7 

8.7 

Indianapolis. 

14.0 

12.5 

10.4 

11.8 

11.9 

11.0 

12.0 

12.0 

12.1 

12 3 

11.9 

10.2 

6.4 

Chicago. 

14. S 

13.3 

12.0 

13.6 

14.0 

14 0 

,14 0 

14.0 

14.0 

14 0 

14.0 

18.0 

11.2 

Detroit. 

15.8 

13.0 

12.6 

13.8 

13.8 

13.6 

14 0 

13.9 

14 0 

14 0 

13.1 

11.6 

9.1 

Milwaukee. 

12.3 

9.4 

9.2 

10.4 

10.8 

10.0 

10.8 

11 0 

11.0 

11.2 

11.4 

9.9 

8.3 

Minneapolis.. 

13.4 

11.2 

10,4 

11.4 

11.0 

11.3 

11.1 

11 2 

12.0 

12 0 

11.0 

10.0 

8.1 

St. Louis. 

15.7 

13.4 

11.1 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

13 0 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

12.9 

11.7 

10.1 

Kansas City, Mo- 

15.5 

13.8 

11.9 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

13 0 

13 4 

13.5 

13.2 

12.2 

10.2 

Washington, D. C___ 

17.0 

14.7 

13.3 

14.2 

14.3 

14.2 

14.6 

15.0 

14.9 

14.5 

14.5 

14.1 

13.3 

Jacksonville. 

22.0 

19.0 

16.0 

17.0 

18.0 

18.8 

20 2 

19.2 

18.6 

18.6 

18.5 

16.8 

12.7 

Louisville. 

16.0 

12.8 

10.2 

12.4 

12.5 

12.7 

12.6 

12.5 

12.6 

13.0 

12.4 

11.3 

10.0 

Birmingham—. 

21.0 

10.0 

17.1 

16.0 

16.9 

18.0 

18.0 

17.0 

18.0 

16.1 

16.0 

13.5 

13.0 

New Orleans. 

18.2 

15.8 

14.0 

14.2 

14.3 

13.2 

14.0 

14.0 

14.0 

14.0 

14.0 

12.7 

10.7 

Dallas - - ^ 

21.3 

16.0 

14.0 

15.0 

15.0 

15.0 

12.8 

12.4 

12.3 

13 0 

13 0 

11.0 

6 4 

Butte. 

15.0 

13.4 

12.2 

12.8 

13.3 

13.4 

13.1 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

12 ! 4 

10 ! 0 

Denver.. 

12.9 

11.3 

10.0 

12.0 

11.9 

11.2 

12.0 

12.0 

12.0 

12.0 

11.0 

10.0 

10.0 

Salt Lake City- 

12.5 

12.6 

8.8 

10.1 

9.8 

10.6 

10.8 

10.6 

10.0 

10.0 ; 

10.0 

9.9 

6.0 

Seattle. 

13.6 

12-1 

12.6 

12.5 

10.8 

12.2 

12.6 

12.0 

11.7 

12.2 

11.0 

10.7 

9.6 

Portland, Oreg. 

14.0 

12.8 

11.6 

12.2 

11.2 

11.4 

12.0 

11.9 

12.0 

12.0 

12.6 

10.4 

9.1 

Los Angdes. 

17.0 

15.2 

14.2 

15.0 

16.5 1 

14.9 

16.0 

15 0 

16.0 

16.0 

14.6 

12.6 

10.6 

San Francisco. 

16.2 

14.4 

12.6 

12.8 

14.0 1 

14.0 

14.0 

14.0 

14.0 

14.0 

14.0 

1L8 

12.0 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of the bureau secured through the coopera¬ 
tion of milk distributors, producers* associations, and municipal officers. 


Table 391. — BuUerfat: Estimated average price per pound received by producers^ 

United States^ 1923-1932 


Year 

Jan. 

15 

Feb. 

15 

Mar. 

16 

Apr. 

16 

May 

16 

June 

16 

July 

16 

Aug. 

15 

Sept. 

16 

Oct. 

16 

Nov. 

16 

Dec 

16 

Weight¬ 
ed aver¬ 
age 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

CeTds 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923. 


44.9 

44.9 

46.0 


36.9 

36.7 

28,7 

42.2 

44.1 

47.8 

49.2 

42.2 

1924. 

S i 

48.6 

46.4 

40.8 

37.6 

37.1 

37.8 

36.8 

36.6 

36.6 

37.0 

41.1 

39.8 

1926. 


37.9 

41.6 

40,5 

40.3 

39,9 


41.3 

42.6 

47.1 

47.8 

47.6 

41.9 

1926. 

^ t 

43,1 

42.9 

40.4 

39.1 

39.3 

88.6 

88.6 

40.5 

42.4 

44.8 

47.9 

41.3 

1927. 

^ 1 

46.8 

48.0 

47.1 

43.6 

40.8 

4a3 

39.4 

41.6 

44.4 

45.8 

47,8 

43.7 

1928. 


46.0 i 

46.6 

46.4 1 

44.4 

43.5 

43.3 

44.3 

46.6 

47.0 

47.6 

49.2 

45.6 

1920. 

47.6 

47.8 1 

48.3 

46.5 j 

46.4 

43.6 

43.4 

43.3 

44.6 

45.6 

43.5 

41.9 

44.9 

1930. 

36.7 

36.4 

34.9 

37.3 

36.6 


iml 

35.2 

37.7 


35.3 

30.6 

34.8 




27.6 

26.4 

KlO 



23.9 

26.6 

iiM 


27.3 

24.7 


B 

19.8 

10,5 

17,8 

16.3 

14.6 

14.4 

17.6 

17.6 

17.8 

18.4 

21.1 

17.6 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Quotations cover butterlat for all uses. Based on reports of special 
price reporters. Monthly prices by States, weighted by number of milk cows Jan. 1, to obtain a price for 
The United States; yearly price obtained by weighting monthly prices by production of creamery butter. 


Table 392. —Creamery butter: Production reported by factoriesy United States 

1922-1931 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Total 

1922.. 

1923— - 

1924— - 

1925— - 

1926— 

1927— 

1928— 

1929— . 

1930— 

1931— 

1 

p 


1 

il 

1 

f ^ 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. The 1929, 1930 and 1931 statistics are the most wmplete since these 
reports were inaugurated in 1918. Some allowance, therefore, should be made for this when comparing 
production for those years with that of previous years. 
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Table 393 .—Creamery butter production in factories in the United States, by 
States, average 19^-1929, annual 1930-1931 





Bureau of Agricultural Economics. The compilations are made from reports of factories to the bureau. 
1 Includes whey batter. 

Table 394.— BvUer: Receipts, gross weight,'^ at five markets, 1919-1932 



New 

York 

Chicago 

PhUa- 

delphia 

Boston 

San 

Fran¬ 

cisco 


pounds pounds 
51,191 r^223 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the various 
markets. 

1 Gross weight includes container and wrapping. 
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Table 395.— Creamery hotter: Receipts, gross weight,^ at five markets, ly months, 

specified years 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the various 
markets. 

1 Gross weight Indudes container and wrapping. 

Table 396.— Creamery butter:^ Cold-storage holdings, United States, 1923-19S2 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made by cold-storage establishments. 
1 Quantities given are net weights. 
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Table 397.— Butter: Receipts^ gross weight,^ at five markets, hy State of origin, 

1928-1932 


Market and 
origin 



0^ Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the various 
^ Qross weight includes container and wrapping. 
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Table 398. — Butter: Juternational trade, average 19S5-1989, annual 1988-19SI 



20 , 8671974,6161 14,743 1 , 022,588 16 , 6601 , 097,719 16,958 1 , 162,149 26 , 5201 , 181,354 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. Butter includes 
all butter made from milk, melted and renovated butter, but does not Include margarine, cocoa butter, or 
ghee. 

1 Preliminary. 

s International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

> Java and Madura only. 


























































































Bureau of Agricultural Economies, Compiled from tJrner-Barry reports, 1910-1917 (New York), average 
of daily range; subsecLuently from reports of bureau representatives in tbe markets. These wholesale 
prices are based on open market sales mode for cosh or short-time credit, consideration being given to the 
prices at which the larger quantities are sold. Earlier data available in 1926 Yearbook, p. 1094, 1927 Year¬ 
book, p. 1082, and 1931 Yearbook, p. 921. 


Table 400.— Butter: Average export price per pound in Copenhag&fi, Denmark, 

mS-19S2 



Bureau of Agricultural Economies. Danish Butter Journal (Smor Tldende) official quotations. For 
earlier years, 1882-1922, see the United States Department of Agriculture Yearbook, 1923, p. 923. 

Conversions from Danish quotations January, 192. to December, 1926, inclusive, and September, 1931, 
to date from weekly quotations in kroner per 100 kilogram, at average monthly exchange rate as quoted by 
Federal Reserve Board. Beginning January, 1927, to August, 1931, at pax of exebange. 
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Table 401. Buttery creainery: Average wholesale ^ prices per poundj all scores y by 
monthsy New York and Chicago, 1982 

NEW YORK 


Month 


January. 

February. 

March. 

April. 

May. 

June. 

July. 

Auflust. 

September.— 

October. 

November.— 

December.— 

Average. 


93 

92 

91 

90 

89 

88 

87 

86 

Centmll7cd car 
lots 

90 

89 

88 

CeifUs 

Cents 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


Cents 

Cents 

24.53 

23.59 


22.88 

22.38 

21.99 

21.42 



22.38 

21.98 

23.34 

22.46 



21.88 


21 32 


21 67 

21.38 

21.13 

23.53 

22.61 

22.49 

22.31 

22.06 

21.73 

21.40 





Eilta 

20.08 

19 89 

19.67 

19.29 

■MTil 



19.70 



19.84 

18.84 

18.46 

17.85 

17.44 

16.93 

15.04 


17 85 

17.33 

15.54 

17.09 

16.99 

16 54 

16 09 

15 50 

14.76 

14 28 



15.50 

14.76 

19.18 

18.18 

17 89 

17.57 

16.95 

16.46 

16.09 


17.56 

16.95 

16.44 

21.31 

20.31 

10 81 

19.06 

18.38 

17.85 

17.48 


19.04 

18 38 

17.84 

mm 

20.76 


19.03 

18.26 

17.76 

17.26 


19.02 

18.26 

17.76 

21.72 

20.72 


19.19 

18.67 

18.15 



19.18 

18.65 

18.15 


23.30 


21.99 

21.29 


17.60 


21.97 

21.29 

20 65 

25.09 

24.11 

23.71 

23.24 

22.81 

22.43 




22.85 

22.42 

21.97 


20 62 

20.08 

19.58 

19.11 

18.03 


19.83 

16.30 

18.67 


CmCAGO 


January. 

23.77 

23.02 

22.45 

22.08 

21.71 

21.24 



22.83 

21.94 

21.43 

February. 

22.38 

21.63 

21.28 

20.96 

20.57 

20.13 


19.11 

21.62 

20.89 

20.09 

March. 

22.80 

22.05 

21.64 

21.33 

20.97 

20.51 

20 02 

19.52 

22 03 

21.34 

20.79 

April. 

19.72 

18.98 

18.68 

18.43 

18.16 

17.73 



18.96 

18.38 

17.84 

May. 

17.86 

17.11 

16.79 

16.43 


15.47 

14.84 

14.34 

17.06 

16.36 

16.52 

June. 

17.04 

16.29 

15 90 

15.55 


14.58 

13.68 

13.18 

16 26 

16.27 

14 53 

July. 

18.46 

17.71 

mvmim 

16.54 

15.81 

14.86 

13.88 

13.38 

17.63 

ia54 

16.16 

August. 

20.18 

19.43 

18.78 

18 27 

17.61 



15.46 

19.62 

18.24 

17.04 

September. 

20.78 

20.03 

19.42 

18.74 

17.66 

16.86 


15.26 

19.75 

17.82 

16.86 

October. 

20.54 

19,79 

16.22 

18.67 

17 92 

17.14 

16.14 

15.58 

19.33 


17.04 

November. 

22.85 

22.10 

21.60 


20.05 

19.22 

18.22 


21 42 


19.24 

December. 

23.42 I 

22.67 

22.32 

21.93 

21.56 




22.25 


21.03 

Average. 

20.82 

20.07 j 


19.14 

18.59 

17.98 

17.23 

16 68 

19.90 

18.90 

18 05 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 Principally sales by first-hand receivers to Jobbers, chain stores, or other large distributors, in less-than 
carload lots, except os otherwise indicated. 


Table 402, — Cheese, whole milk American Cheddar: Production in the United 

States, 1920-19$1 


Year 

Jan. 

Fob. 

Mivr. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Total 

1922.. . 

1923— 

1924— 
1926— 

1926- - 

1927- ,- 

1928- 

1929.. . 

1930.. . 

1931.. . 

1,000 

lbs, 

12,837 

15,092 

17,718 

16,834 

19,519 

16,660 

18,010 

19,926 

23,660 

21,941 

1 

1,000 

lbs. 

18,774 

20,184 

22,955 

21,598 

25,216 

21,318 

23,451 

24,059 

28,502 

27,571 

uooo 

lbs, 

21,740 

24,014 

24,607 

26,889 

29.221 
24,533 

28.221 
30,181 
34,143 
32,940 

1,000 

lbs. 

31,349 

32,942 

83,667 

38,012 

38,698 

34,704 

37,324 

42,483 

48,545 

44,439 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

i 

1,000 

lbs, 

15,416 

16,608 

15,046 

18,619 

15,295 

16,337 

16,440 

20,184 

18,838 

20,050 



Bureau of Agricultural Economies. The 1929, 1930, and 1931 statistics are the most complete since these 
reports were inaugurated in 1913. Some allowance, therefore, should be made for this when comparing 
production of those years with that of previous years. 
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Table 403. — Cheese, whole-milk American Cheddar: ProducHon, United States 
by States, average 1925—1929, annual 1930-31 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. The compilations are made from reports of factories to the bureau 


Table 404, — Cheese: Receipts, gross weight,^ at five markets, by months, specified 

years 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the various 
markets. See 1927 Yearbook, p. 1084, and 1931 Yearbook, p. 924 for data for earlier years. 

1 Gross weight includes container and wrapping. 
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Table 405. Chceae: Receipts, gross weight,^ at five markets, 1919-19S2 


yS S^hla Boston Fran- 

Gisp.n 



Market and 
origin 

1928 

1029 

1030 

1931 

NEW YORK 

i.m 

lbs. 

LOGO 

lbs. 

1,000 

lbs. 

1,000 

lbs. 

Bl. 

5,132 

4,497 

6,146 

7,288 

Ind. 

1,923 

1,585 

1,081 

1,539 

Iowa. 

178 

82 

81 

26 

Moss. 

01 

305 

03 

68 

Midi. 

837 

937 

844 

704 

Minn. 

179 

188 

329 

266 

Mo. 

123 

7 

13 

30 

Nebr. 

42 

52 

45 

115 

N. J. 

180 

69 

69 

8 

N. Y. 

13,390 

11,252 

10,81)6 

8.294 

Ohio. 

610 

078 

617 

676 

Pa. 

746 

588 

466 

146 

Vt. 

16 

33 

41) 


Va. 

21 

220 

1 

G) 

Wis. 

23,002 

27,068 

28,8.35 

36,450 

Other States. 

248 

372 

201 

78 

Canada. 

1,537 

2,918 

2.427 

1,411 

Total-- 

48,272 

bmibbsi 



1630 

1931 

1,000 

lbs. 

91 

15,966 

60 

1,000 

87 

15,945 

237 


lU. 

Inci. 

Mo. 

Mass- - . 
Mich... . 

N. 1*. 

N. Y. 

Ohio. 

Pa. 

Vt. 

Wls— . 
Other Htat os 
Canada. 


»,787 2,817 


u,or):{ »,2no i),4U2 



407 2,0L0 


2,001 

J37 34 

4 4 

539 055 

23 34 

2,145 2,231 



Bureau of Agrlcullurnl Kconomlcs. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives In the various 
znorkei^. 

1 Gross weight includes container and wrapping. * Not over 600 pounds. 

163050®—33-43 
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TABiiB 407- — Chem, Amefdcan, and all varieties: Coldrstorage holdingSf'^ United 

States, 19B3-1932 

AMERICAN« 



ALL VARIETIES 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made by cold-storage establishments. 
Changes in these tables made due to transferrence of current trading stocks to cold storage stocks from 
Jan. 1,1927, to Dec. 1,1931. 

1 Quantities given are net weight. 

< The term ^'American cheese” is intended to cover only those varieties known as twins, flats, daisies, 
Cheddars, longhorns, and square prints. It does not, therefore, include all kinds of cheese made in America. 

Table 408. — Cheese, No. 1 American, fresh single daisies: Average wholesale price 
per pound. New York, by months, 1994-1932 



24 

24 

24 

24 

26 

25 

26 

26 

125 

25 

24 

21 

21 

17 

16 

13 

13 




Ccnfs 

Cents 

Certs 

Certs 

Cnets 

19 

20 

20 

21 

21 

24 

24 

24 

24 

24 

21 

21 

22 

22 

23 

24 

24 

24 

25 

27 

24 

26 

26 

26 

27 

23 

23 

23 

23 

24 

20 

18 

18 

19 

20 

14 

14 

15 

16 

17 

12 

11 

12 

14 

14 



21 22 

125 25 

25 2G 

27 20 

25 25 

24 23 

19 18 

15 14 


Cevts Cents 
22 21 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the market. 
These wholesale prices are based upon open market sales made for cash or shSrt-time credit, consideration 
being given to the prices at which the la^er quantities are sold. 


1 less than 10 quotations during month. 


^ Based on 11 months' quotations. 
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Table 409.— Cheese: International trade, average 1926-1929, annual 1928-1931 



Calendar year 


Averafto 

1926-1020 



Exports Imports Exports Imports Exports Imports 


PEINCEPAL BXPOET- y mq 
INQ COTJNTRIBB 

Netherlands.19S,013 

Now Zealand.171,976 

Canada. 120,600 

Italy. 70, 

Switzerland. 64,230 

Denmark. 14,740 

Czechoslovakia. 7,813 

Australia ^. 0.724 

Finland. 5,961 

Yugoslavia. 4,787 

Bulgaria. 2,160 

Hungary. 1,870 

Russia». 1,390 


24,913 679,406 


m 1,000 1,000 1,000 ifioo 

nda pounds pounds pounds pounds 
234 1,445 206,735 1,509 190,468 

--.,,258 6 203,064 7 183,271 

92,946 2,104 80,164 1,788 84,788 

72,464 13,975 80,973 12,562 89,045 

69,726 3,437 66,143 4,238 54,305 

14,513 647 12,625 808 9,383 

7,052 3,348 8,274 2,961 10,981 

6,131 548 7,263 164 . 

4,836 44 4,682 35 6,777 

4,937 870 4,583 297 4,197 

2,642 11 2,466 5 3,131 

1,704 1,636 1,846 966 920 

3,091 0 697 0 . 

689,624 27,471 679,606 25,319 636,266 


1,000 im 

pounds pounds 
190,468 1,345 


PBINCIPAl IMPOET- 
ING COUNTRIES 
United Kingdom- . 

Germany. 

United States. 

Belgium. 

France. 

Algeria. 

Spain. 

Austria. 

Greece. 

Argentina. 

Irish Free State. 

Dutch East Indies.. 

Mexico. 

Brazil.. 

Sweden.. 

Tunis. 

British India. 

Norway. 

Union of South 
Africa. 

Total. 


4,047 319,795 
7,372 120,403 


. 3,959 

1,055 l,b59 

0 2,689 

3 0 * 1,668 


Africa......... " 342 _630__^ 734 404 669 1,954 450 2,186 _8^ 

Total. 49,901 685,902 53,520 681,577 65,618 097,370 56,717 709,025 60,176 678,690 

Bureau of Agrieultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. AH cheese made 
from milk, including cottage cheese. 

»Preliminary. . 

* International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

3 Java and Madura only. 

Tabljs 410.— Oleomargarine: Production and apparent consumption in the United 
Stales, 19S4-SB to 1931-3$ 


Year beginning July— 


Production 

Colored 

Uncol¬ 

ored 

Total 

1,000 
pounds 
11,280 
13,181 
14,502 
16,351 
16,306 
17,103 
8,847 
4,636 

1,000 
pounds 
204,123 
234,866 
242,055 
279,348 
316,816 
332,021 
268,926 
210,706 

1,000 
pounds 
215,403 
248,047 
257,167 
204,699 
333,122 
340,124 
277,773 
215,342 


Stocks Stocks 

BiPOrts endol 


Apparent con¬ 
sumption 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production and stoejs from reporte oi tne mirrou oi 
RfvenuS ExpOTtefrom reports of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. See 1927 YearbocOc. 
p. 1088, for data for earlier years. 
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Table 411.— Oleomargarine: Materials used in manufadvref 1922-2S to 1931—S2 


Material 

Year beginning July 

1923-23 

1923-24 

1924-25 

1925-26 

1926-27 

1027-28 

1928-29 

1920-30 




uooo 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Butter. 

1,570 

1,900 

1,509 

2,330 

2,070 

2,484 

2,011 

2,616 

1,013 

30 

Coconut oil. 

C6«666 

83,050 

70,440 

98,307 

107,664 

141,000 

171,412 

185,000 

156,954 

127,067 

Colormg. 

11 

26 

38 

41 

18 

10 

47 

21 

11 

5 

Cftm nil 


457 

106 

174 

183 

38 


0) 

159 

74 

Cottonseed oil. 

18,757 

20,640 

20,066 

25,608 

23,372 

24,801 

28,173 

30,214 

22,037 

14,874 

Edible tallow_ 


24 

111 

03 

219 

70 

26 

16 

0) 


Milk. 

60,836 

60,000 

61,024 

72,662 

73,700 

83,115 

94,752 

07,753 

77,261 

54,267 

Mustard-seed oil_ 


38 

27 

34 

53 

56 

12 

48 

48 

1 

Neutral lard. 

20,568 

32,210 

25,674 

26,172 

24,872 

25,036 

24,189 

19,682 

10,180 

10,657 

Oleo oil_ 

46,645 

52,285 

44,102 

47,418 

48,741 

45,477 

47,185 

45,322 

28,010 

15,315 

Oleo stearine. 

4.815 

6,317 

5,250 

5,314 

5,145 

5,532 

5,834 

6,260 

5,485 

4,337 

Oleo stock. 

2,322 

2,766 

3,183 

3,082 

2,552 

1,738 

1,204 

1,189 

1,025 

641 

Peanut oil. 

6,022 

5,656 

4,392 

6,257 

4,872 

5,450 

6,617 

6,714 

5,201 

3,780 

Salt. 

17,908 

20,593 

18,726 

20,503 

21,683 

25,024 

27,311 

28,890 

22,081 

li650 

Soybean oil_ 




1 

33 



610 

2,262 

13 

Miscellaneous. 

2,018 

432 

688 

1,374 

018 

1,220 

1.474 

1,270 

3,164 

846 

Total. 

257,023 

204,463 

206,234 

307,460 

316,085 

301,060 

410,037 

424,648 

334,891 

247,365 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from annual reports of tlie Bureau of Internal Revenue. 
I Not over 600 pounds. 


Table 412. — Oleomargarine^'^ standard, uncolored: Average wholesale 'price per 
pound, Chicago, by months, 1923-1932 ^ 


Year 

Jan. 

Peb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Deo. 

Aver¬ 

age 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


Cents 

1923. 

20.5 

20.5 


20.5 

20.6 


20.5 

20.6 


21.5 

22.2 

22.5 

20.0 

1024. 

22.5 

22.5 

21.9 

20.5 

20.5 


21.2 

22.5 

22.5 

23.0 

24.0 

24.5 

22.2 

1925. 

24.5 

24.5 

24.5 

24.5 

23.9 

23.5 

23.7 

24.5 

24.5 

24.5 

24.5 

24.5 

243 

1926. 

24.5 

24.3 

23.5 

23.3 

22.5 

22.5 

22.5 

22.5 

22.5 

22.5 

21.8 

21.6 

22.8 

1927. 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 


24.5 

23.5 

23.5 

22.3 

1928. 

23.5 

23.5 

23.5 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 

21.5 

22.0 

23.5 

23.5 

23.5 

22.5 

1920. 

23.5 

23.5 

23.5 

23.5 

23.6 


23.5 


wmm 

23.5 

23.5 

23.5 

23.5 


23.5 

23.5 

23.5 

23.6 

23.5 

22.8 

20.5 

■ lH'E 



20.5 

10.0 

21.8 

1931. 

17.7 

16.5 

14.5 

14.5 

12.8 

11.0 

10.6 


11.9 

12.7 

13.3 

13.4 

13.3 

1932. 

12.8 

0.8 

9.5 

.^5 

9.5 

0.5 

9.1 

ng 

0.5 

9.5 

0.5 

0.5 

9.7 


Bureau of Agricultural Eoonomics. Compiled from Bureau of Labor Statistics Wholesale Price Bulletins. 
1 These prices are for consignment to the wholesale trade. 


Table 413. — Chickens: Number on hand January 1 and value, United States 

1925-1932 


Year 

Number 

Price 

per 

head 

Total 

value 

Year 

Number 

Price 

per 

head 

Total 

value 

1925 census. 

Thou- 

sands 

409,291 

Cents 

02.6 

1,000 dol¬ 
lars 
370,011 

10301 census_ 

Thou¬ 

sands 

378,878 

Cents 

849 

1,000 dol¬ 
lars 
321,625 

1925. 

1930_ __ 

417,755 
424,514 
450,585 
467,174 
445,806 

70.8 
88.5 
00.7 

85.8 
9L1 

381,203 

375,628 

408,525 

401,004 

406,164 

460,055 

460,489 

451,210 

461,365 

02.8 

70.4 

6L7 

45.1 

436,272 
324,405 
278,208 
208,012 

1928. 

lQ.<n 

1927. 

1032. 

1928. 

loaa 

1920 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 
1 As of Apr. 1. 
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Table 414.— Chickens: Estimated number and value per head on farms, by States, 

January 1, 1930-19S3 



Number chickens Jan. 

1 

Value per head 


1930 

1031 

1932 

1933 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1933 


Thoun. 

Thous. 

Thous. 

Thous. 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Maine. 

1,800 

1,800 

1,780 


153 

126 


88 

New ITamiMshiro. 

1,130 

1,110 

1,090 




■tJ 

95 

Vermont. 

800 

865 

827 

SOS 


115 

105 

SS 

Massachusetts. 

2,320 

2,245 


2,215 


140 

125 

105 

Rhode Island. 

30« 

359 


371 

176 

135 

126 

105 

Connecticut. 

1,850 

1,835 



165 

120 


90 

New York. 

14, (520 

14,200 


14,705 

126 



81 

New Jersey . 

5,(580 

5,080 

5,525 

5,840 

148 

125 

112 

94 

Pennsylvania. 

IP, 650 

19,380 


19.830 

128 

98 

93 

68 

North Atlantic. 

48,208 

40,804 

46,902 

48,967 

135.5 

■S3EI 


79.7 

Ohio. 

21,950 

21,795 

21,375 

22,896 


76 

67 

47 

Indiana. 

17,860 

17,480 

17,200 

17,830 

97 

71 

64 

45 

Illinois. 

27,900 

20,780 


26,870 


73 

63 

45 

Michigan. 

11,610 

11,050 

12,296 

12,835 

106 

81 

71 

50 

Wisconsin. 

14,020 

15,610 


11,930 

97 

72 

61 

47 

East North Central.— 

03, m 

93,315 


95,300 

Hal 

73.9 

KH 

■iPH 

Minnesota. 

10, 100 

19,040 


wmimM 


63 

61 

35 

Iowa. 

36,000 

35,030 


33,876 

85 

66 


43 

Missouri. 

30,000 

28,420 


28.320 

86 

60 

51 

36 

North Dakota. 

6, (5(59 

5,250 

4.830 


70 

52 

47 

32 

South Dakota. 

10,180 

10,(K50 



74 

57 

61 

34 

Nebraska. 

17,000 

10,900 


15,980 

78 

57 

47 

34 

ICansas. 

22,770 

22,410 

21,690 

21,785 

80 

54 

46 

34 

West North Central-.. 

140,379 

137,200 

131,845 

133,015 

81.5 


51.5 

36.8 

North Central. 

2;i 1,230 

230,615 

223,535 


88.0 

66.7 


40.8 

Delaware. 

2.020 

2,000 

WaBEiBM 

1,746 

116 

90 

82 

59 

Maryland. 

6,030 

4,025 

5,225 

5,345 

112 

90 

78 

57 

Virginia. 

9,7S0 

9,420 

9,720 


99 

72 

68 

45 

West Virginia.. 

4,400 

4,230 

3,965 

4,220 

97 

71 

63 

47 

North Carolina. 

8,870 

8,670 


9,5f)0 

85 

70 

59 

39 

South Carolina. 

4,160 

4,185 


4,270 

77 

71 

67 

45 

Georgia. 

7,000 

7,710 

7,935 

7,796 

76 

64 

62 


Florida. 

2,000 

2,670 

2,786 

2,746 

88 

85 

70 

58 

South Atlantic. 

44.610 

43,810 



01.6 

73.6 

63.8 

45.8 

Kentucky. 

11,700 

10,690 


b|n||F^ 

88 

60 

54 

■ 

Tennessee. 

12,180 

11,225 


11.776 

81 

67 

51 

33 

Alabama. 

7,040 

7,040 

7,546 


76 

54 

44 

35 

Mississippi. 

7,800 

7,215 

7,420 

7,626 

80 

57 

47 

36 

Arkansas. 

8,748 

7,480 

8,170 

8,820 

70 

47 

43 

30 

LouLsiana. 

6,510 

6,170 

6,075 


85 

63 

57 

33 

Oklahoma. 

14,740 

13,540 



7^ 

54 

48 

30 

Texas. 

20,900 

26,320 


27,680 

73 

56 

47 

32 

South Central. 

95,308 

89,280 


93,675 

77.4 

55.9 

48.4 

32.8 

Montana. 

2,490 

2,400 

2,190 


80 

60 

63 

42 

Idaho... 

2,450 

2,740 

2,050 

2,460 

84 

62 

52 

40 

Wyoming. 

910 

885 


840 

88 

68 

53 

44 

Colorado. 

4,670 

4,440 

4,110 


79 

63 

52 

34 

Now Mexico.... 

1,220 

1,135 

1,146 


77 

62 

59 

41 

Arizona. 

770 

770 

760 

810 


86 

71 

63 

Utah. 

2,5,50 

3,030 


2,180 

87 

70 

53 

46 

Nevada ... 

291 

344 

327 

253 

110 


62 

60 

Washington. 

7,7(50 

7,915 


7,645 

99 

70 

65 

55 

Oregon. 

3,370 

3,455 

3,605 

3,415 

99 

80 

72 

53 

California. 

21,300 

22,000 


18,610 

114 

95 

80 

64 

Western. 

_47,081 


40.072 

43,703 

IEeeidqi 


68,7 

64.4 

United States. 

409,966 

400,489 

451, 219 

461,365 


iMil 

61.7 

4A1 


Bureau of Agrioultural Economics. 


Table 416.— Chickens: Number raised and value. United States, 19^5^1932 


Year 

Number 

Price 

per 

head 

Total 

value 

Year 

Number 

Price 

per 

head 

Total 

value 

1QOII AAnens 

Thovr 

sands 

545,848 

Cents 

76.83 

pi 

1929. 

Thouf 

sands 

673,090 

673,092 

Cents 

77.9 

86.33 

1,000 

dallars 

524,396 

681,110 

1926. 

1930 census. 

607,764 
643,649 
672,123 
627,362 

72.0 

76.3 

71.9 

76.7 

437,363 
491,370 
483,430 
481,362 

1930. 

653,101 

629,488 

664,927 

63.2 
65.9 
4a 8 

412,904 

351,674 

266,803 

1026 

1027 

1931. 

1928. 

1932. 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 
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Table 416.— Chickens: Xumber raised and value per head, hy States, 1989-19S2 


1 

State and division ' 


Number raised 


Value per head 

1 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1920 

1930 

1981 

1932 

! 

1 

ThOllr 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 





1 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

Cents 


Cents 

Cents 

Maine.1 

3,238 

3,400 

3,380 


107 

97 

89 

69 

Xew Hampshire.| 

2,679 

2,540 

2,640 


109 

95 

87 

68 

Vermont. 

1,378 

1,350 

1,380 


104 

94 

84 

64 

Massachusetts. 

5,088 

4,830 

5,120 

5,530 

111 

93 

87 

66 

Rhode Island. 

60S 

640 

640 

685 

125 

104 

95 

78 

Connecticut. 

3,510 

3,615 

3,796 

3,796 

112 

104 

90 

74 

Xew York. 

19,518 

19,520 

18,555 

21,336 

94 

80 

72 

59 

Xew Jersey. 

7,995 

6,800 

7,480 

7,865 

122 

102 

96 

76 

Pennsylvania. 

25,640 

24.610 

23,640 

24.800 

104 

84 

78 

62 

North Atlantic.. 

69,654 

67,305 

66,630 

71,811 

1017 

87.8 

80.9 

614 

Ohio. 

32,575 

31,275 

29,710 

32,085 

88 

71 

62 

44 

Indiana. 

29,048 

29,340 

27,280 

29,190 

86 

67 

60 

45 

Illinois. 

88,125 

36,600 

35,140 

37,250 

89 

71 

64 

46 

Michigan. 

18,146 

18,510 

18,510 

18,880 

89 

72 

60 

45 

Wisconsin. 

19,960 

31,756 

2(),016 

19,610 

79 

62 

56 

38 

East North Central. 

137,854 

137,481 

130,656 

137,015 

86.7 

68.9 

60.9 

410 

Minnesota. 

26,979 

27,790 

27,790 

27,235 

74 


52 

35 

Iowa. 

48,216 

47,250 

45,830 

44,455 

85 

68 

62 

43 

Missouri. 

40,783 

38,340 

34,890 

39,430 

78 

50 

52 

36 

Nonh Dakota. 

8,177 

7,359 

6,990 

6,920 

66 

50 

45 

32 

South Dakota. 

14,659 

13,190 

13,085 

12,430 

77 

60 

52 

36 

Nebraska. 

25,974 

24,676 

22,950 

23,640 

72 

57 

61 

37 

. _ __ _ 

33,650 

33,310 

31,645 

33,225 

70 

55 

48 

34 

West North Central. -. 

198,438 

191,915 

183,180 

187,335 

76.4 

601 

53.4 

87.1 

North Central. 

336,292 

329,396 

813,836 

324,350 

80.6 

63.8 

56.6 

40.1 

Delaware. 

3,414 

3,280 

2,950 

2,655 

98 

77 

67 

49 

Maryland. 

) 7,422 

7,050 

7,050 

7.755 

93 

78 

72 

51 

Virginia. 

16,728 

16,390 

16,550 


72 

68 

66 

37 

West Virginia. 

, 5,504 

5,390 

4,905 

6,130 

79 

64 

61 

40 

North Carolina. 

' 14,727 

13,255 

13,650 

15,015 

64 

67 


35 

South Carolina. 

f 7,447 

7,075 

7,360 

7,730 

64 

60 


37 

Georgia. 

12,264 

11,405 

11,635 


65 

65 

46 

33 

Florida. 

3,421 

3,260 

3,410 


79 

71 

58 

50 

South Atlantic. 

1 70,927 

67,095 

67,510 

73,020 

72.6 

61.6 

515 

38.7 

TCenriwky. _ . 

1 17,356 

16,620 

14,530 

16,855 

69 

53 

49 

34 

Tennessee. 

I 15,939 

14,664 

14,224 

15,9:M) 

67 

52 

47 

33 

Alabama_ 

' 10,733 

11,055 

10,500 

11,340 

59 

40 

37 

27 

Mississippi. 

1 10^712 

10^284 

10,180 

10,405 

56 

49 

37 

30 

Arkansas-_-. 

, 11,202 

0,860 

2aS45 

11,725 

65 

48 

43 

29 

LrnnfslATiA 

1 7,279 

5,825 

5,825 

5,650 

67 

56 

48 

34 

Oklahoma.. 

’ 23,292 

2(1497 

' 20,497 

22,135 

64 

50 

45 

30 

Texas. 

1 36,275 

34.460 

1 34,460 

35,840 

60 

48 

41 

29 

South Central. 

132,788 

{ 132,265 

1 121,061 

129,880 

63.1 

50l0 

43.2 

304 

Montana... 

' 3,634 

3,610 

3,610 

3,680 

64 


48 

40 

Idaho. 

3,371 

3,907 

8,427 

3,015 

67 


48 

34 

Wyoming. 

1,258 

1,320 

1,400 

1,190 

70 


47 

38 

Colorado-... 

1 6,333 

5,825 

5,245 

5,040 

67 


47 

35 

New Mexico. 

i 1,486 

1,380 

1,450 

1,670 

68 


50 

40 

Arizona. 

1 997 

997 

947 

'995 

86 


72 

59 

Utah. 

j 3,540 

4,248 

3,611 

2,893 

67 

51 

42 

36 

Nevada. 

439 

527 

448 

336 

80 

74 

65 

47 

Washington. 

1 11,063 

10,842 

10,083 

11,090 

65 

62 

50 

35 

Ortton. 

4,613 

5,074 

5,330 

4,795 

69 

60 

52 

40 

California. 

1 26,645 

29,310 

24,900 

21,165 

76 

69 

55 

47 

Western. 

, 63,429 

67,040 

60,451 

55,866 

70.0 

61.5 

6L7 

41.0 

United States. 

j 673,090 

653,101 

629,488 

654,927 

77.9 

63.2 

55.9 

408 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 
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Table 417.— Poultry, live: Freight receipts at New York, ly origin, 1928^^1932 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


Table 418.— Poultry, dressed: Receipts, gross weight,^ at Sour markets, by montha 
1928-1932; totals, 1923-1932 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the various 
markets. 


1 Gross weight includes container and wrapping. 
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Table 419.— Poultry^ dressed: Receipts^ gross weightat four markets^ by origiiiy 

1928-1932 


^^rigin^^ 192S 1929 1930 1931 1932 jj 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 



Total. -194.376197,0571200. &Sa218,911196,445 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. CompOed from reports of 
markets. 

1 Gross weight includes container and wrapping. 


bureau representatives in the various 
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Table 420.— Poultry: Receipts at New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, and Boston 


DRESSED POULTRY i 



New 

York 

Chicago 

Philadel¬ 

phia 

Boston 


New 

York 

Chicago 

Philadel¬ 

phia 

Boston 

1920. 

1,000 lbs. 
101,093 

1,000 lbs. 
57,324 



1927. 

1,000 lbs. 
18S, 117 

1,000 lbs. 
63,735 

1,000 lbs. 
31,822 

1,000 lbs. 
53,305 

1921. 

124,551 

64,992 


39,921 

1928. 

194,376 

67,180 

31,841 

55,583 

1922. 

138,212 


21,319 

44,563 

1929. 

197,057 

93,368 

34,664 

54,433 


163,948 


24,611 

56,018 

1930. 

200,885 

218,911 

80,153 

36,536 

51,289 

1924. 

179,362 



61,264 

1931. 

71,475 

38,193 

57,782 

58,213 

1925. 

170,257 

72,086 

29,295 


1932. 

195,445 

65,349 

36,447 

1926. 

192,895 

77,632 

32,126 

53,162 




LIVE POULTRY 



New York a 

Chicago 

Freight 

Express 

Truck 

Freight 

Express 

Truck 


Cars 

8,454 

10,730 

4 11,672 
12,072 

11.677 
10,498 
11,497 
12,104 
11,267 
10,493 

10.677 
10,152 

9,126 

Cars* 

Oirs* 

Cars 

Cars* 

Com* 

. . 






__ .. 

•|999 _ .. 






IpM - __ 

443 

586 

747 

668 

830 

833 

599 

423 

253 

142 





1Q9^ ^ . 










_ 

192^ __ ___ 



_ . 


^997 __ 





1999 ... 





1090 __ 


1,314 

1,141 

837 

318 

2,293 

2,113 

1,277 

570 

2,103 

2,122 

2,902 

3,461 

1930. 

1,386 

1,498 

2,(M8 

1931 . 

1932 . 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the various 
markets. 


1 Gross weights, which include container and wrapping. 

* Prom 1919-19^, inclusive, compiled from reports of Umer-Barry Co. 

3 Car-lot equivalents calculated from express and truck receipts. 

4 Includes express. 

Table 421 .—Frozen poultry: Cold-storage holdings,^ hy months. United States, 

1923-1932 


Year 

Jan. 1 

Peb.i 

Mar.l 

Apr.l 

Mayl 

Junel 

Julyl 

Aug. 1 

Sept.l 

Oct.l 

Nov. 1 

Dec.l 


g 

1,000 

lbs. 

121,632 

99.486 

1,000 

lbs. 

113,503 

93.497 

1,000 

lbs. 

94.872 

1,000 

lbs. 

74,562 

1,000 
lbs. 
57, m 

1,000 
lbs. 
49,100 

1,000 

lbs. 

41,250 

33,604 


1,000 
lbs. 
33,142 

1,000 

lbs. 

40,303 

ESI 

1024_ 

H 

ESESS 

52,068 

39,299 
68.126 


33,837 


55,139 
53,787 

87,939 

1Q9S _ 

H 



82,732 

11^ ^ 

53,558 

35,793 

47,946 

44,345 

86,733 

1026_ 

95:397 

7Z,m 

52,783 




44,771 

43,201 

64,842 


1027 

144,497 
117,490 
109,684 
140.723 


101,697 

83,169 

68.728 

77,282 

56,832 

52,901 

61,525 


42,293 

39,711 

5^ 315 


1928. 

43,872 




43,578 

61,976 


79,173 

1020 

89,088 

41,643 



86,873 


1030 

141,562 

101,307 

111,554 

1^; 172 


wkKm 

61,167 

54,253 

46,967 

36,438 

42,589 

46,938 

59,269 

65.668 

82,925 

1931. 


95,188 

96,422 

69,986 

74,660 


35,348 

32,762 


5^ 215 

89,971 

1932. 

44,829 


31,471 


3^683 

54,989 

91,118 











Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports made by cold-storage establishments. 


1 Quantities given net weight. 
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Table 422 .—Chickens j live: Estimated average price per pound received by producers 

United States, 192S-1932 


Yeir 

Jan. 

15 

Feb. 

Ifi 

Mjt. 

15 

Apr. 

15 

INfay 

15 

June 

15 

July 

15 

Aug. 

15 

Sept 

15 

Oct. 

15 

Nov. 

15 

Dec. 

15 

Weighted 

average 


CtJits 

Centf. 

Ctni8 

Onis 

Cints 




Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1923. 

17 3 

l<s.6 

18. S 

19 4 





19 7 

19.0 

17.7 

16.6 

18.3 

1924. 

17 5 

Is. 2 

IS. 9 

19.4 




20.0 

19.8 

19.4 

18.6 

17.9 

18.8 

1925. 

lb 5 

19.1 

2 U.0 

2 i.l 



21.4 

20.8 

20 4 

20.0 

19.2 

19.5 

19.9 

1926. 

20 9 

21.5 

21.9 

23.1 

23.7 



22.1 

21.4 

20.8 

20.0 

19.8 

21.2 

1927. 



21.3 

21.8 

21.7 



19.7 

19.4 

19.7 

19.4 

19.2 

19.9 

192S. 

19.6 



20.8 

21.5 

21.6 

21.9 

21.6 

22.3 

22.0 

21.5 

21.2 

21.2 

im . 

21 6 



23.8 

24.4 

24.6 


22.7 

22.4 

21.5 

20.3 

19.1 

21.5 


19. S 



21.1 

20.0 

19.0 

17.4 

17.3 

17.8 

17.4 

16.1 

15.3 

17.6 

1931. 

15.7 


16 1 

16.7 

15.9 

16.1 

15.8 

16.2 

15.7 

14.4 

14.4 

13.9 

15.0 

19132. 

13.3 

12.6 

12,6 

12.6 

12.2 

11.4 

11.7 

11.7 

11.6 

11^1 

10.1 

9.2 

11,0 


Bureau of Amcoltural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, 
by States, weighted by number 1919 census to obtain a price for the Unit^ States; yearly price obtained by 
weighting monthly prices by receipts of dressed poultry. Average price of chickens (hve weight) of aU 
ages as reported. 


Table 423.— Turkeys, live: Estimated average price per pound received by producers. 

United States, 1923-1932 


Season joct 15'Nov. 15'Dec. 15 Jan. 15 Season 

III! 

Oct. 15 

Nov. 15 

Dec. 15 

Jan. 15 

, Cents 
. 2fi.fi 

Cents 

27.9 

24.2 

28.3 

29.8 

30.8 

Cents 

24.5 

25.8 
31.1 

32.8 
32.3 

Cents 

23.1 

28.2 

31.7 
31.6 

29.8 

1928_ 

Cents 

27.2 

27.2 
2 L0 
17.9 

13.2 

Cents 

31.2 
27.1 
2 ai 

18.3 
12.9 


Cents 

2 a2 

23.7 

21.6 

l&O 

10.2 

1934.. 23.3 

1929_ 

1925.1 24.0 

19.80__ __ _ 

1926.1 26.6 

19.81_,_ 

1927. 26.4 

1932. 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthly prices, by 
States, weighted by number 1919 census to obtain a price for the United States. 


Table 424.— Eggs: Receipts at five markets, by months, 1929-1932 


Market and year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Total 


um 

m 

t,000 

WSi 

1,000 

Wm 

mi 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


Boston: 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

1929. 

133 

99 

190 


234 

177 

176 

125 

no 


54 

53 

1,718 

1930. 

96 

112 

Ki;l 

227 

203 

175 

138 

102 

82 

mXl 

68 


U673 

1931. 

126 

153 

198 


219 

188 

125 

108 

95 


62 

78 

1,636 

1932. 

9$ 

138 

181 

164 

201 

155 

117 

109 

79 

71 

64 

62 

1,439 

New York: 














1929. 

394 

371 

821 


999 

S37 

668 

526 

444 

380 

293 

335 

7,129 

1930. 

461 

511 

93S 

1,155 

(SSI 

785 

645 

451 

496 

873 

322 

382 

7,595 

1931. 

478 

530 

940 

1,116 


S68 

568 

516 

484 

398 

304 

347 

7.601 

1932. 

475 

554 

663 

827 

873 

689 

534 

533 

438 

417 

345 

354 


Philadelphia: 














1929. 

118 

76 

169 

234 


ISl 

156 

143 

131 

94 

74 

Hill 

1,697 

1930. 

100 

112 

204 

244 

261 

178 

145 

94 

114 

91 

86 

Hlil 

1.750 

1931. 

133 

14S 

189 


1S4 

186 

141 

132 

121 

92 

07 

99 


1932. 

114 

105 

136 

193 

171 

153 

114 

no 

125 

101 

90 

84 

1,496 

Chicago: 

1929. 

1 206 

222 

554 

934 

799 

554 

342 

301 

k9 

135 

62 

89 

i398 

1930. 

j 202 

308 

641 

927 

747 

516 

381 

231 

EQ 

131 

69 

111 

4,475 

1931. 

‘ 231 

367 

634 

867 


559 

290 


mm 

96 

61 

71 

<314 

1932. 

1 178 

224 

378 

657 

663 

437 

268 

219 

161 

Hill 

60 

73 

3,412 

San Francisco: 














1929. 

* 67 

63 

S3 

86 

80 

65 

67 

55 

49 

49 

40 

54 

766 

1930. 

, 59 

67 

71 

79 

73 

74 

69 

65 

50 

55 

47 

56 

765 

1931. 

t 58 

66 

85 

S3 

72 

61 

56 

59 

49 

50 

54 

56 

758 

1932. 

1 72 

68 

77 

75 

63 

62 

57 

64 

51 

46 

45 

45 

725 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the various 
markets. Reported in cases of 30 dozen. See 1927 and 1931 Yearbooks for data for earlier years. 
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Table 425.— Eggs: Production and value in the United States, 1925-1932 


Produo- Price Total 
tion per egg value 



Price 
per egg 

II 

Cents 

1,000 

dollars 

2.46 

793,827 

2.48 

799,281 

2.05 

888,227 

1.44 

496,307 

L13 

863.667 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 


Table 426.— Eggs: Receipts at six markets by State of origin, 1928-1932 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from reports of bureau representatives in the various 
markets. Reported in cases of 30 dozen. 

2 Not over 500 cases. 
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Tabls 427.— Eggs: Beceipts at five markets^ 1919—1932 
[Reported in cases of 30 dozen] 



Borean of Agricnltural Economics. Based on returns from special price reporters. Monthlv prices 
by States, weighted by production 19X9 census to obtam a price for the United States. Yearly price 
obtained by weighting monthly prices by receipts monthly. 
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Tabl33 430 .—Eggs and egg products: International trade, averaae 1935—1929 

annual 1928-1931 ' 


KGGS IN' TnE SHELL 


Country 


Calendar year 

Ave 

1025- 

rage 

■1929 

1928 

1929 

1930 

19311 


Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exiwrts 

Imports 


Imports 

PBINCIPAL EXPORT- 
IKG COUNTRIES 

Netherlands. 

Russia. 

Poland. 

Denmark. 

China. 

Irish Free State. 

Belgium. 

Italy. 

Prance. 

United States. 

Hungary. 

Bulgaria. 

Rumania_ 

1,000 

dozen 

98.429 
86,978 
76,215 
67,641 
56,278 
47,058 

41.430 
25,943 
24,536 
22,521 
18,026 
17,258 
15, on 
14,985 
10,879 

6,830 
5,313 
4,422 

3,477 
1,428 
570 
68 

1,000 

dozen 

8,965 

0 

493 

225 

0 
449 
1,419 
17,969 
11,499 
350 
338 

0 

1 

0 

6 

17 

0 

679 

113 

4 

111 

37 

1,000 
dozen 
111, 146 
141,429 
80,190 
66,760 
52,059 
50,465 
56,819 
17,675 
46,564 
20,192 
12.999 
16,660 
213,328 
13,207 
10,625 
5,762 
5,388 
5,432 

3,929 

1,960 

178 

9 

1,000 

dozen 

11,376 

0 

601 

153 

0 

547 

917 

26,299 

11,723 

286 

410 

0 

20 

0 

11 

30 

0 

334 

146 

20 

102 

74 

1,000 
dozen 
119,909 
65,219 
78,620 
65,474 
60,489 
48,109 
59,861 
15,542 
29,691 
12,075 
10,589 
18.697 
216,990 
18,469 
12,461 
6,839 
4,626 
7,419 

4,546 

1,859 

995 

59 

1,000 

dozen 

4,879 

0 

298 

25 

0 
276 
1,512 
24,071 
16,863 
308 
431 

0 

*1 

0 

1 

49 

0 

351 

48 

0 

119 

14 

1,000 
dozen 
124,859 
14,471 
80,999 
71,863 
51.360 
47,355 
42,926 
13,701 
23,512 
18,579 
19,367 
28,239 
24,725 
14,629 
8,202 
4,233 
4,599 
6,543 

6,158 
2,065 
1,056 
636 

1,000 

dozen 

1,324 

163 

.50 

52 

0 

106 
1,703 
33,543 
16,422 

317 

205 

0 

1 

0 

0 

3 16 

0 

628 

47 

1 

114 

12 

i 

1,000 

dozen 

425 

100 

2 

0 

0 

103 

714 

36,213 

45,095 

309 

72 

0 

Morocco. 

13,828 

10,445 

1,898 

5,083 

255 

6,143 
2,197 
1,153 
2,754 

0 

0 

Lithuania. 

Sweden-.—.-—-- 
Union of South 

Africa. 

Estonia. 

Norway. 

Finland__ 

0 

119 

90 

0 

134 

Total. 

644,286 

42,676 



648,538 

49,245 

610,067 

54,703 

578,624 

83,376 

PRINCIPAL IMPORTING 











COUNTRIES 











United Blingdom-— 

973 

238,350 

1,131 

263,740 

1,556 

247,430 

715 

264,306 

227 

258,729 

Germany. 

591 

220,035 

685 

245,746 

263 

229,412 

159 

219,909 

204 

193,915 

Spain. 

15 

34,479 

12 

48,585 

13 

44,341 

12 

39,154 

15 

33,370 

Austria. 

1,730 

22,033 

1,727 

25,692 

1,773 

20,884 

1,939 

25,869 

1,452 

25,618 

Japan. 

0 

20,465 

0 

16,269 

0 

10,074 

0 

8,167 

0 

12,142 

Switzerland. 

13 

17,132 

17 

16,964 

16 

18,004 

9 

20,221 

24 

23,003 

Argentina. 

1,618 

9,791 

1,073 

11,792 

482 

11,388 

969 

14,846 

2,606 

8,318 

Cuba.-.. 

0 

8 ,793 

0 

6,392 

0 

2,642 

0 

1,314 

0 


Philippine Islands.. 

0 

5,935 

0 

6,016 

0 

7,237 

0 

6,958 

0 

10,990 

Czechodovakia. 

1,828 

4,917 

1,999 

7,205 

1,921 

7,114 

2,622 

7,936 1 

1,223 

12,136 

Mexico. 

0 

4,202 

0 

3,903 

0 

2,295 

0 

4,361 

0 

89 

British Mcdaya. 

366 

3,638 

340 

3,618 

426 

4,600 

270 

4,341 

218 

3,366 

Canada. 

1,366 

2,244 

988 

997 

1,148 

713 



634 

68 

Chile. 

3 22 

67 

0 

139 

1 

154 



0 

164 

Total. 

8,421 

692,081 

7,972 

657,058 


606,294 

6,903 

620,627 




EGGS NOT IN THE SHELL 


PRINCIPAL EXPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRY 

China _ . 

1,000 

pounds 

128,990 

1,000 

pounds 

0 



H 


1,000 
pounds 
153,301 



1,000 

pounds 

0 

PBINCIPAL IMPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIES 











United Kingdom.— 

508 

65,731 

614 

65,221 

384 

74,642 

157 

85,630 

111 

83,286 

Umted States. 

464 

24,914 


23,474 

326 


196 

16,156 

255 

7.661 

Germany. 

2,008 

18, 262 

2,385 

19,362 

2,413 

25,544 

2,065 

27,231 

1,908 


France. 

238 

7,375 

99 

9,026 

496 


255 

13,080 

224 

19,702 

Netherlands. 

860 

4,355 

1,064 

4,133 

791 

5,485 


5,688 

865 

4,962 

Canada. 

0 

1,700 

0 

3,030 

0 

660 

■HK 

1,768 

0 

120 

Italy. 

16 

1,817 

28 

1,376 

6 

1,647 


1,854 

9 

2,690 

Belgium. 

216 

1,137 

194 

1,169 

502 

1,631 

Ki 

1,642 

1,666 


Irish Free State. 

19 

1,031 

13 

883 

4 

msEm 

HEP 

1,126 

0 


Sweden. 

5 

859 

1 

828 

2 

1,232 


1,073 

0 

1,126 

Czechoslovakia. 

13 

850 

9 

901 

7 

1,233 

7 

1,679 

2 

1,956 

Austria. 

8 

680 

26 

715 

6 

1,633 

0 

1,290 

0 

1,022 

Denmark. 

7 

512 

11 

293 

1 

458 


670 

16 

636 

Union of South 











Africa.. 

16 

54 

0 

24 

0 

14 


7 

3 

10 

Norway. 

0 

11 

0 

10 

0 

19 

■a 

22 

0 


Total. 

4,558 

128,778 

4,952 

130,445 


151,166 

4,263 

168,606 

5,067 

148,133 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. In countries report¬ 
ing other than dozens of eggs, the conversion factor used is 1)4 pounds equals 1 dozen. 

* Preliminary. 

* International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics, 
s 4-year averose. 
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Table 431. — Eggs: Average price per dozen at five niarketst hy months^ specified 

years 


Iklarket, grade, and 
year 



Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Aver¬ 

age 

New York: 














Fresh firsts— 

Cints 

CeTiis 

Cents 

Cents Cents 

CtniB 

Centi 

Cents 

Cents 


Onts 

Cents 

Cents 

1923. 

42 

37 

31 

27 

27 

24 

25 

29 

35 


53 

47 

35 

1924. 

42 

39 

25 

24 

25 

27 

29 

33 

39 

44 

52 

67 

36 

1925. 

50 

44 

80 

29 

32 

33 

33 

33 

37 

43 

56 

51 

40 

1926. 

38 

31 

29 

32 

31 

30 

29 

31 

38 

40 

50 

48 

HU 

1927. 

42 

32 

25 

26 

23 

23 

25 

28 

34 

40 

44 

45 

32 

1638. 

45 

32 

29 

28 

SO 

29 

30 

31 

33 

32 

37 

37 

33 

1929. 

86 

41 

33 

28 

31 

31 

32 

34 

36 

40 

48 

51 

37 

1930. 

42 

35 

26 

27 

23 

24 

22 

25 

25 

26 

31 

29 

28 

1931. 

24 

20 

22 

20 

19 

19 

HI 

22 

24 

24 

28 

27 

22 

1932. 

19 

18 

15 

15 

16 

16 

16 

20 

22 

26 

34 

33 

21 

Chicago: 

Fresh firsts— 














1928. 

43 

29 

27 

27 

28 

28 

28 

mm 

Ha 

34 

41 

39 

32 

1929. 

36 

33 

29 

26 

30 

29 

31 

33 

37 

42 

47 

48 

35 

1930. 

40 

34 

24 

24 

21 

22 

21 

25 

26 

28 

33 

28 

27 

1931. 

21 

16 

19 

17 

msi 

16 

18 

19 

20 

24 

29 

24 


1932. 

Boston: 

18 

14 

1 12 

12 

12 

12 

13 

16 

19 

23 

30 

29 

18 

’VTestera firsts— 














1928. 

4« 

35 

29 

29 

30 

30 

30 

82 

34 

36 


43 

35 

1929. 

38 

43 

32 

28 

31 

31 

32 

35 

37 

40 


52 

37 

1930. 


37 

26 

26 

24 

24 

22 

25 

25 

26 


28 

39 

1931. 

' 25 

18 

21 

20 

18 

mm 

19 

20 

21 

25 


27 

22 

1932. 


17 

14 

14 

15 

14 

mm 

13 

21 

24 


32 

20 

Philadelphia: 

Extra firsts— 

1 













1928. 

50 

87 

30 

30 

32 

32 

33 

36 

39 

42 

SO 

45 

38 

1929. 

41 

45 

35 

29 

33 

34 

36 

39 

44 

49 

56 

58 

41 

1930. 

46 

40 

2$ 

28 

26 

27 

28 

32 

33 

36 

44 

32 

33 

1931. 

28 

20 

22 

21 

19 

21 

24 

24 

26 

29 

34 

81 

25 

1932. 

23 

IS 

15 

15 

16 

16 

17 

22 

23 

28 

35 

34 

22 

San Francisco: 

1 












Fresh extras— 

1 

i 












1928. 


1 ^ 

25 

25 

26 

HI 


33 

39 

44 

45 

38 

33 

1929. 

1 31 

26 

25 

26 

31 

32 

37 

41 

44 

62 

49 

44 

36 

1930. 

, 36 

1 28 

28 

28 

27 

26 

26 

31 

37 

40 

41 

27 

31 

1931. 

i 22 

1 19 

20 



20 

22 

26 

31 

38 

33 

29 

25 

1932. 

1 

1 17 

» 

' 17 

16 

26 

17 

IS 

1 “ 

27 

1 

■ 

33 

28 

22 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from the Bureau of Labor Statistics wholesale price bul¬ 
letins, monthly, except prices for San Francisco, which are from the Pacific Dairy Beview. Earlier data 
are ayallable in 1925 Yearbook, p. 1224, and 1927 Yearbook, p. 1105. 


























































STATISTICS OF FOREIGN TRADE IN AGRICULTURAL 

PRODUCTS 

Table 432. —Summary of exports and imports, United StcUes, 1908-9 to 19S1S8 


A?rxcnltural 
imports X 


Forest products 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. This table supersedes Table 500 In the Yearbook of Agriculture, 
1931, the value of total imports and exports has been given and the imports of rubber, unmanufactured, 
and similar gums have been deducted from the imports of forest products and added to imports of agri¬ 
cultural products, also reexports of rubber, unmanufactured, and similar gums have been deducted from 
reexports of forest products and added to reexports of agricultural products. Bubber, unmanufactured, 
and similar gums, mcludes: Balata, guayule, gutta-joolatong or jelutong or ^ntianak, gutta-percha, India 
rubber, crude, and India rubber scrap or refuse, fit only for remanufacture. In the statistics of forei^ com¬ 
merce of the United States the Philippine Islands are treated as a foreign country. The statistics of foreign 
commerce includes the trade of the customs districts of Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Bico with foreign 
countries, but do not include the trade of these Territories with the United States. 

X Does not include forest products, but includes rubber now mostly a plantation product. 

> Excess of exports. ^ Excess of agricultural imports. ^ Prel i mi nar y. 

Table 433. —Agricultural products: Value of trade between continental United 
States and noncontiguous Territories, 1922~-'23 to 1931—32 


Year beginning July 


United Ship- United Ship- United Ship- 

States ments to States ments to States ments to 
ship- United ship- United ship- Umted 

ments to States ments to States ments to States 


1,000 

doUCLTS 

190 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Com m ent of tha 
United States, June issues, 1923-'l932. 

1 PreUminary. 
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Table 434 .—Agricultural yroduds: Value of principal groups exported frotn and 
imported into the United StatcSj 1929SO to 1981-32 


Year beginning July 


Anlcle Domestic exports General imports 


1 

1929-30 1 

1030-31. 

1931-321 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-321 

AMMAtS ANT) ANTMAL PEODUCTS 

Animals, live. 

Dairy products. 

Eggs and egg products. 

Hides and skins, raw (except fur). 

Meat and meat products. 

ftilfe. nTiTnftnnfnf*ttirpd _ _ . _ _ 

1,000 
dollars 
5,307 
16,575 
4,470 
5,896 
181, obS 

1,000 

dollars 

2,954 

12,248 

3,472 

4,208 

117,195 

1,000 

dollars 

1,090 

8,721 

827 

2,230 

66,811 

1,000 
dollars 
21,148 
31,907 
8,851 
129,890 
23,764 
360,682 
59,414 
40,686 

1,000 

dollars 

5,312 

16,942 

2.890 
60,734 

6.890 
227,323 

24,390 

27,646 

1,000 
dollars 
4,275 
14,293 
1,158 
37,412 
6,775 
158,470 
12,706 
16,373 

Wool and mohair, unmanufactured. 

Animal products, miscellaneous. 

Total. 

VEGETABLE PBODUCTS 

Chocolate and cocoa. 

Coffee...-__ 

103 
11,1S4 

. 

55 

7,465 

34 

5,837 

225,120 

147,597 

85,550 

676,332 

372,126 

250,471 

616 

2,746 

448 

2,790 

422,105 

2,453 

322 
1,607 
337,595 
1,692 

40,765 

256,541 

42,078 

28,029 

192,820 

5,328 

20,412 
149,110 
6,435 

Cotton lint, unmanufactured. 

Linters.... 

667,243 

3,959 

Total cotton, unmanufactured. 

Fruits_ 




671,202 

424.653 

339,287 

42,078 

5,328 

6.436 

110,431 

248,268 

1,398 

32,875 

120,586 

146,580 

1,169 

15,601 

91,684 
106,405 ; 
1,028 
17,779 1 

60,889 

24,280 

24,765 

167,286 

195,680 

7,819 

18,435 

176,565 

24,321 

47,556 

49,823 

77,383 

47,308 
26,264 
17,737 
101,090 
96,112 
5,317 
11,160 
126,526 
21,903 
37,692 
28,297 
45,345 

|| 

Grams and grain products. 

Nuts.................._ 

Oilseeds and oilseed products. 

sirailftf gums _ 

Seeds, except oilseeds. 

Spices— - _ 

3,756 ! 

344 1 
6,489 

8,198 

178 

4,066 

1,839 

133 

2,328 

Sugar, molasses, and sirups. I 

Tea _____ 

Tobacco, unmanufactured. 

Vegetables and preparations. 

Vegetable products, miscellaneous. 

Total vegetable products. 

Total ammal and vegetable products. 

1 148,452 
• 23,838 

J 20,673 

142,285 

15,403 

13,575 

86 ,2&1 
8,725 
9,173 i 

1,270,787 

890,437 

666,391 

1,214,176 

790,928 

584,929 

,1,495,907 

1,038,034 

752,141 i 

1,890,508 

1,163,054 

835,400 

POEEST PRODUCTS | 

Dyeing and tanning materials. 

Gums, resins, and balsams.. 

Wood. 

Forest products, miscellaneous. 

Total.-. 

1 

! 2,258 

28,511 
; 122,648 
t 8,326 

1,620 

17,631 

72,773 

5.671 

1,536 

13,415 

42,247 

5,072 

8,065 

29,134 

79,049 

93,170 

5,5?4 

15,504 

51,729 

69,833 

4,685 

10,770 

31,502 

57,388 

J 161,743 1 97,695 

62,270 

209,418 

142,590 

104,435 

Total agricultural products. 

1,657,650 |1,135,729 

814,411 

2,099,926^1,305,644 

939,835 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the 
Umied States, June issues, 1931 and 1932. In the statistics of foreign commerce of the United States, the 
Philippine Islands are treated as a foreign country. The statistics of foreign commerce include the trade 
of the customs districts of Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Bico with foreign countries, but do not indude the 
trade of these Territories with the United States. 

1 Preluninary. 
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Tablb 435 .—Index numbers of quantities of principal agricultural exports. United 
Stales 1909-10 to 1931-S3 


[Base 1910-1914=100] 


Year beginning July— 

Total 

44 com¬ 
modities 

Total 

44 com¬ 
modities 
except 
cotton 

Cotton 

fiber’ 

Grains 

and 

products 

Cattle 
and meat 
products 

Dairy 

products 

Fruits 

Tobacco 


Iiidex no. 

Index no. 

Index no. 

Index no. 

Index no. 

Index no. 

Index no. 

Index no. 

1909-10. 

78 

86 

73 

82 

91 

58 

76 

91 

1910-11.-. 

92 

92 

91 

85 


93 

89 

90 

1911-12. 

114 

100 

126 

78 

115 

126 

101 

97 

1912-13. 

no 

119 

103 

143 

97 

120 

136 

107 

1913-14. 

106 

103 

1 ^ 

112 

92 

103 

98 

114 

1914-15. 

138 

189 

99 

301 

126 


119 

89 

1915-16. 

118 

184 

70 

237 

164 

479 

109 

113 

1916-17. 

118 

182 

70 

217 

164 

716 


105 

1917-18. 

101 

166 

53 

179 

197 

975 

63 

74 

1918-19. 

145 

255 

63 

272 

287 

1,287 

111 

160 

1919-20-—. 

134 

207 

80 

218 

185 

1,275 

122 

165 

1920-21. 

127 

212 

64 

329 

164 

524 

108 

129 

1921-22. 

137 

218 

76 

317 

153 

571 

105 

118 

1922-23. 

112 

182 

59 

246 

169 

406 

121 

116 

1923-24. 

104 

163 

67 

143 

179 

451 

214 

152 

1924-25. 

126 

167 

95 

225 


396 


no 

1926-26. 

106 

123 

93 

117 

114 

327 


137 

1926-27. 

136 

143 

131 

188 

98 

288 


132 

1927-28. 

112 

138 

92 

188 

98 

263 


125 

1928-29. 

117 

141 

99 

174 


243 

372 

144 

1929-30. 

97 

117 

82 



221 

216 

153 

1930-31. 

90 

101 

81 

104 

74 

190 

337 

150 

1931-32. 

98 

91 

103 


63 

123 

305 

no 


Bureau oi Agricultural Economics. Computations are based on tbe gross exports of 44 of the most im¬ 
portant &nn products. The index numbers were calculated as follows: Quantities of various commodities 
exported each year were multiplied by the average yearly export prices of these commodities from July, 
1909, to June, 1914. The sum of the values determined in this way was then divided by the average yearly 
value of exports from 1909-10 to 1913-14 to obtain the index. 


Table 436 .—Exports and imports of selected forest products, 1909-10 to 19S1-S2 


Year beginning 
July— 

Domestic exports 

Imports 

Lumber 

Bosin 

Spirits 
of tur¬ 
pen¬ 
tine 

Tim¬ 

ber, 

hewn 

and 

sawed 

Cam¬ 

phor, 

crude 

Lumber 

Shellac 

Wood 

pulp 

Boards, 

deals, 

and 

planks 

Staves 

Boards, 

deals, 

plffnlrs 

and 

other 

sawed 

Shin¬ 

gles 


1,000 

Thour 

WISSm 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

tnnSmi 

1,000 

mm 


Mfeet 

sands 

barrels 


Mfeet 

pounds 

Mfeet 

M 

pounds 

lonatons 

1909-10. 

1,684 

49,784 

2,144 


491 

3,007 

1,054 

763 

7a, m 

378 

1910-11. 

2,032 

65,726 

2,190 

14,818 

532 

3,726 

872 

643 

15,495 

492 

1911-12. 

2,307 

64,163 

2,474 

19,599 

438 

2,155 

905 

515 

18,746 

478 

1912-13. 

2,550 

89,006 

2,806 

21,094 

512 

8,709 

1,091 

560 

21,912 


1913-14. 

2,405 

77,151 

2,418 


441 

3,477 

929 

895 

16,720 

508 

1914-15. 

1,129 

39,297 

1,372 

9,464 

174 

3,729 

939 

1,487 

24,153 

588 

1915-16. 

1,177 

57,538 

1,571 

9,310 

201 

4,574 

1,218 

1,769 

26,818 


1916-17. 

1,042 

61,469 

1,639 

8,842 

184 

6,885 

1,175 

1,924 


699 

1917-18. 

1,068 

63,207 

1,071 

5,095 

106 

3,638 

1,283 

1,878 


504 

1918-19. 

1,073 

62,753 

882 

8,065 

92 

2,623 

977 

1,757 

14,269 

475 

1919-20. 

1,518 

80,791 

1,322 

7,461 

234 

4,026 

1,492 

2,162 

34,151 

727 

1920-21. 

1,269 

65,710 

877 

9,742 

123 

2,093 

920 

1,831 


624 

1921-22. 

1,543 

35,162 

786 


268 

1,592 

1,124 




1922-23. 

1,549 

57,466 

1,040 


383 

3,498 

1,958 

2,695 

32,773 

1,293 

1923-24. 

1,867 

60,868 

1,205 

11,194 

815 

1,955 

1,786 

2,417 

28,512 

1,188 

1924-25. 

1,929 

79,922 

1,412 


586 

1,904 

1,732 

2,551 

21,436 

1,529 

1925-26. 

1,985 

75,534 

1,073 


652 

2,616 

1.869 

2,482 

26,188 

1,469 

1926-27. 

2,013 

74,828 ! 

1,229 

13,820 

707 

2,175 

1,841 

2,275 



1927-28. 

2,318 

78,408 

1,300 

14,332 

825 

2,704 

1,529 



1,521 

1928-29. 

2,387 

82,409 

1,309 

14,175 

711 

5,064 

1,441 

2,052 

31,548 

1,643 

1929-30. 

2,100 

78,624 

1,366 

15,722 

657 

1,777 

1,461 


26.444 

1,722 

1930-31. 

1,466 

47,207 

1,099 

13,282 

406 

1,246 

915 

1,058 

14,145 

1,456 

1931-821. 

1,012 

34,982 

1,156 

13,520 

319 

2,387 

627 

1,081 


1,459 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Foreign Commerce and Navigation of the United 
States, 1909-1918, and Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United States, June issues, 1921-1932. 


i Preliminary. 


leaoso^-sa—is 
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Table 437. — Exports of selected domestic agricultural productsf annual 1909—10 to 

1931-S2 



I 





Hams 
and 
shoul¬ 
ders, in¬ 
cluding 
Wilt¬ 
shire 
sides 




1,000 
pounds 
862,928 
476,108 
632,256 
519,025 
4bl,45S 
475,532 
427,011 

444.770 
392,506 

724.771 
5S7,226 
746,157 
812,379 
052,642 

L, 014,898 
792,735 
695,445 
676,812 
716,398 
780,014 
787, lOO 
585,670 
54^630 




1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

barrels 

boxes 

sh. tons 

89,015 

8,526 

922 

933 

63 

51,031 

18,660 

1,721 

1,179 

28 

74,328 

19,940 

1,456 

1,197 

40 

117,951 

2 S,121 

2,150 

1,063 

22 

69,814 

14,766 

1,507 

1,559 

26 

43,479 

24,845 

2,352 

1,759 

275 

57,423 

75,015 

1,466 

1,575 

815 

59,645 

51,993 

1,740 

1,850 

025 

32,927 

54,988 

635 

1,240 

238 

59,072 

84,150 

1,576 

1,402 

558 

114,066 

86,857 

1,051 

1,619 

722 

57,461 

24,492 

2,665 

2,001 

292 

109,398 

49,639 

1,094 

1,641 

1,001 

79,229 

03,963 

1,756 

1,799 

375 

136,448 

88,152 

4,098 

2,593 

135 

171,771 

ea7S3 

3,201 

2,197 

251 

151,405 

135,027 

3,673 1 

2,253 

300 

175,544 

152,337 

7,008 

3,340 

114 

260,625 

193,099 

3,144 

2,988 

106 

273,051 

221,756 

7,014 ! 

4,223 

128 

142,989 

128,697 

3,426 

3,674 

79 

296,254 

125,100 

6,780 

3,934 

70 

243,935 

122,214 

6,010 

3,534 

54 


Footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 437 .—Exports of selected domestic agricultural products, annual 1909-10 to 

1931 S3 —Continued 


Year ban¬ 
ning July— 


1909- 10. 

1910- 11. 

1911- 12. 

1912- 13. 

1913- 14. 

1914^15. 

1916-16. 

1916- 17. 

1917- 18. 

1918- 19. 

1919- 20. 

1920- 21. 

1921- 22. 

1922- 23. 

1923- 24. 

1924r-25. 

1926-26. 

1926- 27.. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29.. 

1929- 30. 

1930- 31. 

1931- 32 


Barley, 
includ¬ 
ing 
flour 
and 
malt 8 


1,000 

btLshela 

4,464 

9,607 

1,656 

17,874 

6,945 

28,712 

30,821 

20,319 

28,717 

26,997 

34.655 
27,256 

27.543 
21,909 
13,913 

28.543 
30,449 

19.655 
39,274 
60,295 
24,054 
11,443 

5,469 


Com, 

includ¬ 

ing 

com 

meal 


1,000 
bushels 
88,128 
65,615 
41,797 
60 780 

10.728 
60,668 
39,897 
66,753 
49,073 
23,019 

16.729 
70,906 

179,490 
96,596 
23,135 
9, 791 
24,783 
19,819 
19,409 
41,876 
10,270 
3,317 
3,968 


Oats. 

includ¬ 

ing 

oat¬ 

meal 


1,000 
bushels 
2,549 
3,846 
2,678 
36,465 
2,749 
100,609 
98,960 
95,106 
126,091 
109,005 
43,436 
9,391 
21,237 
25,413 
8,796 
16,777 
39,687 
15,041 
9,823 
16,261 
7,966 
3,123 
4,438 


Rice, 

includ¬ 

ing 

flour, 

meal, 

and 

broken 

rice 


1,000 
pounds 
7,060 
15,576 
26,798 
24,801 
18,223 
76,449 
120,695 
181,372 
196,363 
193,128 
483,386 

440,855 
541,509 
370,670 
227,757 
112,037 
48,176 
304,358 
309,788 
392,684 
289,632 
281,006 
274,716 


ing 

flour 


1,000 

bttshels 

242 

40 

31 

1,855 

2,273 

13,027 

16,260 

13,703 

17,186 

36,467 

41,531 

47,337 

29,044 

61,663 

19,902 

60,242 

12,647 

21,697 

26,346 

9,488 

2,598 

227 

912 


Wheat, 

includ- 

ing 

flour 


1,000 
bushels 
89,173 
71,338 
81,891 
145,169 
147,966 
335,702 
246,221 
205,962 
132,679 
287,402 
222,030 
369,313 
282,666 
224,900 
169,880 
260,803 
108,035 
219,160 
206,259 
163,687 
163,245 
131,476 
136,797 


To¬ 

bacco, 

un- 

manu- 

fac- 

tured® 


1,000 
pounds 
357,196 
356,327 
379,845 
418,797 
449,750 
348,346 
443,293 
411,699 
289,171 
629,288 
648,038 
506,626 
463,389 
454,364 
597,630 
430,702 
537,240 
516,401 
489,996 
666,925 
600,180 
691,035 


Glu¬ 

cose 

and 

grape 

sugar 


1,000 
pounds 
149,820 
181,963 
171,156 
200,149 
199,531 
168,463 
186,406 
214,973 
97,858 
136,230 
245,264 
141,954 
273,982 


148,051 
139,677 
170,142 
148,789 
145^951 
123,366 
101,816 
70,571 

51,855 


Hops 


1,000 
pounds 
10,589 
13,106 
12,191 
17,691 
24,263 
16,210 
22,410 
4,825 
3,495 
7,467 
30,780 
22,206 
19,522 
13,497 
20,461 
16,122 
14,998 
13,369 
11,812 


6,793 

5,593 

3,817 


Starch, 

includ¬ 

ing 

corn¬ 

starch 


1,000 

pounds 

51,536 

158,239 

83,645 

110,898 

76,714 

107,037 

210,185 

146,424 

73,883 

143,788 

237,609 

136,365 


260,796 
262,842 
214,247 
221,569 
233,111 


235,660 

203,343 

104,807 

73,071 


Year begin¬ 
ning July— 


Corn¬ 

starch!® 




Apri¬ 

cots, 

dried 


Apri¬ 

cots, 


Pears, 

[canned!!] 


[canned !i 


Pine- 
, apples, , 
canned!! 


Grapes 


Pears, 

fresh!! 


Glrape- 

flesh 


1912- 13— 

1913- 14— 

1914- 15— 
1916-16— 

1916- 17— 

1917- 18— 

1918- 19— 

1919- 20— 

1920- 21— 

1921- 22... 

1922- 23... 

1923- 24... 

1924- 25... 

1925- 26... 

1926- 27... 

1927- 28... 

1928- 29... 

1929- 30... 

1930- 31... 

1931- 32®.. 


1,000 

pounds 


1,000 

pounds 

41,675 

33,566 

42,689 

16,219 

10,358 


106,727 

163,315 

110,514 

348,940 

254,060 

255,135 

209,865 


18,909 

11,819 

18,063 

12,431 

12,817 

30,323 

19,225 


212,375 

275,921 

231,667 

200,558 

102,886 

71,927 


32,670 
21,704 
50,024 
23,769 
38,120 
31,557 


1,000 
pounds \ 
35,017 
17,402 
23,764 
23,940 
9,841 
5,230 
20,975 
26,768 
8,332 
16,736 
11,193 
38,777 
13,292 
18,132 
17,901 
23,684 
24,652 
19,101 
23,647 
37,622 


im 

pounds 


1,000 

pounds 


1,000 

pounds 


1,000 

pounds 


1,000 

pounds 


1,000 

pounds 


IfiOO 

boxes 


|W 18,809 
26,676 
31,360 
29,547 
35,896 
29,013 
26,249 
33,235 
19,024 
23,161 


49,368 

38,431 

53,851 

76,876 

66,104 

62,671 

82,662 

54,709 

74,356 

71,670 


54,624 

60,374 

67,390 

83,160 

81,896 

86,634 

101,438 

74,470 

75,763 

66,300 


21,848 


26,252 

87,543 

37,426 

51,227 

47,533 

46,309 

35,308 

20,920 


!a 173 
11,022 
20,257 


30,791 

38,819 

55,638 

46,158 

49,799 

27,613 


36,785 

60,237 

41,452 

71,205 

73,877 

51,056 

82,847 

62,024 

134,670 

90,702 


12140 
252 
305 
427 
379 
613 
719 
940 
864 
1,222 
1,202 


_L 


Bureau of AgL__ 

States, 1914hl918,8___._„_ _ 

Conversion factors used: Com meal, 1 barrel*»4 bushels com; oatmeal, 18 pounds* 1 bnshel oats; rye 
flour, 1 barrel* 6 bushels rye; malt, 1.1 bushels* 1 bushel barley; wheat flour, 1 barrel * 1909-1917, 4.7 
bushels grain; 1918 and 1919,4.6 bu^^; 1920,4.6 bushels; 1921-19^4.7 bushels. Apples,3 boxes* 1 barrel. 

! Includes canned, flesh, salted, or pickled p<n:k, lard, neutral lard, lard oil, bacon, and bams. 

* Preliminary 

8 Includes ** Wiltshire sides.” 

* Wiltshire sides included with “Bacon.” ^ 

8 Includes canned, cured, and flesh beef, oleo oil, oleo stock, oleomargarine, tallow, and steaiui irom 
A-nImftI fats. 

8 Bales of 500 ];)Ounds gross; lint cotton and linters not separately reported prior to 1915. 

7 Includes maple sugar, 1919-1931. , ... 

8 Includes barley flour 1919-1922. Barley flour not separately reported prior to 1919 nor since 1922. 

® Includes “ Stems, trimmings, and scrap tobacco.” 

!0 Included with “ Starch” prior to 1917-18. 

!! Given in value only prior to 1922-28. 

!® Jan. 1 to June 30. 


























































































































































6T2 yearbook op AGRICULTURE, 1938 

Table 438. —Imports of selected agricultural products, annual 1909-10 to 1931S2 


yearbe-| 

ginning 

July— 


1909- 10- 

1910- 11- 

1911- 12. 

1912- 13- 

1913- 14. 

1914- 15.! 

1915- 16. 

1916- 17. 
lyi7-ll>- 

1918- 19. 

1919- 20. 

1920- 21 
1931-22. 

1922- 23. 

1923- 24. 

1924- 26- 
1935-26 

1926- 27- 

1927- 28 

1928- 29 

1929- 30- 

1930- 31. 

1931- 3231 


Butter 


1,000 

povndH 

1,360 

1,008 

1,026 

1,162 

7,842 

3,828 

713 

524 

1,806 

4,131 

20.771 
34,314 

9,551 

15.772 
29,466 

7,189 
6,440 
10,710 
4,955 
3,299 
2, Sol 
1,329 
1,838 


1,000 
pounds 
40,518 
45,569 
46,542 
49,388 
63,784 
60,139 
30,088 
14,482 
9,839 
2,442 
17,914 
16,585 
34,271 
54,5o5 
66,697 
61,489 
62,412 
89,782 
75,424 
84,606 
78,261 
57,972 
57,235 


Beef 

and 

veal, 

Iresli 


1,000 


180,137 
184,491 
71,102 
15,217 
25,462 
36,670 
42,436 
41,950 
28,001 
32,451 
25,144 
12,419 
18,279 
22,098 
47,650 
62,481 
80,100 
3^551 


Oattle hides 


Wet 


1,000 

pounds 

318, 

95,495 

172,881 

155,447 

208,478 

241,840 


190,845 

220,695 

328.209 

173,759 

186,498 

340,013 

158,363 

184,934 

141,051 

146,651 

280,901 

202»4S9 

284^302 

87,526 


Dry 


1,000 

pounds 

004 

64,630 
78,131 
82,595 
71,485 
93,001 
153,^9 
161,237 
76,655 
33,182 
111,252 
24,814 
18,438 
58,770 
18,112 
14,376 
14,506 
11,287 
26,461 
13,859 
10,530 
8,581 
8,427 


Goat¬ 

skins 


1,000 

pounds 

115,845 

86.914 

95,341 

96.250 

84,759 

66,647 

100,667 

105,640 

66,933 

89,005 

126,990 

41,728 

83,535 

89,401 

65,881 

65,966 

86,484 

83,571 

84,761 

94,486 

101,120 


67,102 


Total 

hides 

and 

plriTia 

(except 

furs) 


1,000 
pounds 
608,619 
374,891 
537,768 
672,197 
661,071 
538,218 
743,670 
700,207 
432,617 
448,142 
798,669 
352,193 
392,904 


865,194 

887,447 

365,266 

868,876 


447,384 

548,567 

265,854 

254,148 


saki 


1,000 

pounds 

23,457 

26,666 

26,585 


34,546 
31,053 
41,925 
40,351 
43,681 
50,069 
58,410 
84,778 
57,437 
63,188 
56,595 
70,270 
76,838 
85,162 
87,128 
90,662 
87,408 

87,861 

82,503 


Cotton, 

unman- 

ujCao* 

tured 


Wool, 
unman- 
ufao- 
tured, 
includ¬ 
ing mo¬ 
hair, etc. 


1,000 

pounds 


113,768 
109,780 
121,852 
123,347 
185,205 
232,801 
147,062 
103,326 
103,592 
345,314 
125,939 
17S, 165 


146,024 

155,092 

161.454 
190,963 
175,450 

227.454 
197,657 

61,192 

66,805 


Year begin¬ 
ning July— 

Rubber 

and 

gums, 

(Tude, 

total 

Coflee 

Tea 

Cocoa 

or 

cacao 

beans 

Bana¬ 

nas 

Olives 

Lemons 

Onions 

Toma¬ 

toes, 

hresh 

Beans, 

dry 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 




1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

bunches 

gallons 

boxes 

bushels 

pounds 

bushels 

1909-10..... 

154,621 

871,470 

85,626 


38,157 

4,655 

2,165 

1,024 

(*) 

1,015 

1910-11. 

145,744 

875,367 

102,564 


44,699 

3,045 

1,824 

1,515 

(2) 

1,037 

1911-12. 

175,966 

885,201 

101,407 

145,969 

44,521 

6,077 

1,968 

1,436 

0 

1,005 

1912-18. 

170,747 

863,131 

94,813 


42,357 

3,946 

2,016 

789 

0 

1,048 

1913-14. 

161,777 

1,001,528 

91,131 

176,268 


5,316 

(*) 

1,115 

(2) 

1,634 

1914-15. 

196,122 

1,118,601 

96,988 

192,307 

41,092 

3,622 


829 


006 

1915-16. 

304,183 

1,201,104 

109,866 

243,232 

36,755 

5,938 

h 

816 

(v 

6G3 

1916-17. 

364,914 

1,319,871 i 

103,364 

338,654 

34,6bl 

6,642 

h) 

1,758 

(j) 


1917-18. 

414,984 

1,143,891 

151,315 

399,040 

84,550 

2; 385 


1,313 

b) 

^kIcTI' 

1918-19. 

422,215 

1,046,029 

108,172 

313,037 

35,352 

3,501 

h 

152 1 

(j) 


1919-20. 

660,610 

1,414,228 

97,826 

420,831 


5,206 

i*) 

1,884 


3,806 

1920-21. 

371,300 

1,348,926 

72,196 

327,123 


4,054 

(*) 

689 

(2) 

824 

1921-22. 

578,512 

1,238,012 1 

86,142 

317,124 

46,120 

(0 

1,373 

2,488 

(2) 

520 

1922-23. 

810,028 

1,305,188 

96,669 

381,508 


(*) 

1,660 

1,783 

(2) 

2,623 

1923-24. 

633,489 

1,429,617 

105,443 

382,971 


6,848 

1,018 

1,406 

<50,838 

886 

1924-23. 

824,434 

1,279,570 

92,779 

382,570 


5,901 

1,264 

2,075 

69,216 

1,421 

1925-26. 

962; 659 

1,437,304 

99,411 

417,060 


5,992 

1,247 

2,194 

82,448 

1,271 

1926-27. 

993,272 

1,444,847 

97,402 

425,184 


6,212 

650 

2,298 

124,489 

1.051 

1927-28. 

950,245 

1,535,392 

90,099 

411,543 

64,029 

6,458 

1,308 

1,399 

113,367 


1928-29. 

1,252; 180 

1,435,070 

92,635 

419,243 

63,530 

6,955 

391 

2,060 

128,627 


1929-30. 

1,157,817 

1,562; 058 

86,368 

421,938 

65,909 

8,452 

1,229 

918 

139,886 


1930^1. 

3.048,758 

1,728,569 

87,148 

415,442 

57,841 

7,429 

350 

214 

113,480 


1931-323....] 

1,098,501 

1,628,841 

90,459 

434,853 

51,785 

7,061 

176 

665 

122,215 

222 


1,000 

pounds 

263,928 

137.648 
193,401 
195,293 

247.649 


534,828 

372,372 

379,130 
422,415 
427,578 
318,230 
255,087 
625,473 
239,122 
284,706 
345,512 
271,128 
218,035 
270,937 
220,476 
149,657 
103,941 


Total, 
tobac¬ 
co, un- 
manu- 
fao- 
tured 


1,000 
pounds 
46,853 
48,203 
64,740 
67, m 
61,175 
45,809 
48,078 
49,105 
86,991 
83,951 
94,005 


65,225 

76,786 

54,497 

76,870 

69,974 

92,983 

81,045 

79,284 

63,181 

76,425 

73,375 


Footnotes at end of table. 

















































































































FOREIGN TRADE IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 673 

Table 438 .—Imports of selected agricultural products^ annual 1909-10 to 1981-32 — 

Continued 


Year beginning 
July— 


Al¬ 

monds 

in 

Pea¬ 

nuts 

in 

Wal¬ 

nuts 

in 

Coco¬ 
nut 
meat 7 

Flax- 

Sugar, 

raw 

Mo- 

Jute 

and 

jute 

butts, 

Manila 

terms 

terms 

terms 

seed 

and 

lasses 

un-' 

or 

of 

shelled 3 

of 

shelled 

of 

shelled 0 


refined 


man¬ 

ufac¬ 

tured 

abaca 


Sisal 

and 

hene- 

quen 


1909- 10- 

1910- 11- 

1911- 12- 

1912- 13- 

1913- 14- 

1914- 15- 

1915- 16- 

1916- 17- 

1917- 18- 

1918- 19- 

1919- 20- 

1920- 21- 

1921- 22- 

1922- 23- 

1923- 24- 
1924r-25- 

1926-28- 

1926- 27- 

1927- 28- 

1928- 29- 

1929- 30- 

1930- 31- 

1931- 32 3. 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States 
1914-1918» and Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce, June issue, 1919-1932. 


1 Includes “Silk, raw or as reeled from cocoon,” “Silk waste,” and “Silk cocoons.” 

3 Not separately classified. 

3 Preliminary. 

* Eeported in value only. 

3 Beginning Jan. 1,1924. , ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3 Conversion factors used; Almonds, 30 per cent unshelled equals shelled. Peanuts, 3 pounds tinsbeued 
equals 2 j^unds sheUed. Walnuts, 42 per cent unshelled equals shelled. 

7 Includes broken, or shredded, desiccated, or prepared, and copra. 

3 Beginning Sept. 22, 1922. 

•July 1-Dec. 31,1928. 

10 Less than 500. 
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YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


Table 439. —Principal agricultural products exported from the United States, by 
countries, 1926—27 to 1931-32 


Year beginning July 


1 Preliminary. 

* Less tban 500. 


Article and country to which exported }■ 

1 

1926-27 j 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1031-321 

ANIMAL AND ANIMAL PSODUCTS 

Butter: 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

IfiOO 

pounds 

20 

1,000 

pounds 

5 

1,000 

pounds 

20 

1,000 

pounds 

80 

1,000 

pounds 

(») 

HnTjrinr5«_ ^ __ __ 

150 

143 

157 

164 

151 

139 


582 

311 

227 

342 

167 

135 


859 

724 

672 

617 

426 

179 

Cuba_ 

734 

479 

370 

96 

6 

9 

Haiti, TRepuhlio ot- - - - . ^ 

498 

479 

479 

45S 

394 

401 

Other Wept Indies ^ 

550 

391 

394 

380 

270 

244 

ropiTTiWn., _ _ 

163 

143 

164 

122 

61 

1 23 

Peru_ 

356 

358 

451 

371 

67 

67 

VpT»e7.npl‘i_ . _ _ _ -, 

381 

190 

264 

329 

269 

119 

Philippine Tpiaud^ _-_ 

187 

190 

152 

210 

154 

84 

Other countries_ 

588 

537 

443 

473 

258 

188 







Total . i 

5,048 

3,965 

3,778 

3,582 

2,293 

1,578 

Cheese: 

Panama_____— —— 

434 

432 

460 

485 

442 

535 

^lexico. __-_____- 

670 

581 

423 

506 

293 

183 

Punarift , - - 

350 

209 

170 

176 

179 

84 

Honduras_-_-_ 

68 

69 

82 

105 

86 

73 

British Honduras_ 

67 

1 72 

76 

64 

61 

52 

Cuba_____ 

882 

350 

405 

170 

72 

143 

Virgin Islands.• __ 

62 

65 

70 

65 

54 

62 

TTaiflj Repiihlln nf . 

86 

80 

72 

68 

59 

51 

Other W^t Judies * - . . 

331 

186 

218 

129 

94 

69 

China ..^ 

252 

145 

89 

45 

29 

39 

PhiUppinA Tslands _ 

110 

146 

130 

134 

143 

158 

Other OTUhtries ^ ^ - __ i 

511 

479 

877 

402 

221 

20$ 



Total . 

3,773 1 

2,878 

2,572 

2,339 

1,733 

1,607 

Milk: 

Condensed- 

Total Europe .... 

Cuba . 

Philippine Islands . 

Japan .— 

Hong Kong . 

China . 

Me.\ico . 

Jam Aina _ _ . .. . _ 

! 424 

1 12,843 

6,471 
4,029 
' 2,065 

' 3,621 

1 1*308 

754 

151 

11,462 

1 7,575 

6,385 
3,764 
2,513 
985 
467 

70 

13,103 

7.839 
5,473 
3,739 

2.840 
883 
523 

21 

13,196 
7,347 
4,701 
3,905 
2,173 
1,056 
380 

14 

3,651 

7,666 

4,167 

2,372 

1,319 

605 

612 

6 

1,378 

6,817 

3,543 

2,339 

886 

281 

595 

Honduras _ 

319 

402 

549 

550 

515 

384 

Cosrta Rina _ . .. _ _ _ 

1 566 

595 

746 

524 

370 

208 

Vpn«EUPln _ . _ 

1 369 

439 

550 

480 

452 

298 

Other nnnntriPR. _ 

3,030 

3,237 

3,760 

3,439 

1,291 

805 


Total . 

35,7»9l 36,975 

30,565 

37,771 

22,934 

16,540 

Evaporated— 

TTnitert TTmjrrtnm _ _ _ _ _ 

1 

27,418 

3,109 

23,805 

596 

21,759 

1 

11,877 

457 

15,978 

367 

16,287 

218 

Other Europe . 

508 

Total Europe— . 

Philippme Islands. ... 

PanAtt..i 

Peru . 

China . 

British Malaya . 

Cuba . 

Japan . 

Mexico __-_ 

30,527 
13,806 
4,127 
. 4,215 

3,025 
1,932 
2,95b 
1,616 
2,714 

24,401 
15,563 
3,589 
8,569 
3,035 
2,817 
2,647 
2,466 
2,157 

22,267 

16,372 

4,606 

4,027 

3,447 

2,761 

2,272 

2,544 

2,185 

1,488 

1,422 

1,119 

1,035 

7,349 

12,834 

17,153 

4,805 

3,602 

2,056 

3,359 

2,935 

2,785 

2,274 

1,766 

1,991 

1,363 

966 

6,413 

16,345 

18,681 

2,898 

1,583 

816 

1,026 

4S6 

2,867 

1,296 

988 

15,505 

16,279 

4,303 

1,355 

529 

592 

207 

2,446 

685 

1,235 

1,256 

1,242 

808 

2,593 

Netherland West Indips _ _ . 

672 

'834 

KptherlATid East Indies _ . _ 

1,221 

606 

1,389 
1,426 
1,103 
6,972 

1,772 

748 

970 

5,673 

Siam _ _ 

Newioundland and Labrador . 

Other noun tries . . _ 

797 

5,927 


Total _ 

73,143 

71,968 

72,894 

63,801 

56,052 

40,040 


Bacon, including Cumberland sides: * 
United Kingdom _ _ _ 

68,220 

6,818 

1,439 

4,493 

2,422 

5,061 

60,127 

9,838 

8,113 

6,075 

3,244 

4,689 

£3,364 

5,982 

15,106 

4,633 

57,443 

8,468 

8,289 

26,203 
1,161 
764 
1,549 
712 
3,264 

10^403 

2,043 

822 

Oprmnntr _ 

Italy._ __ . __ 

Plniand 

3,734 

2,642 

4,648 

722 

174 

946 

Norway _ . _ _ 

2,742 

3,649 

Sweden ... 


3 EiEclodes Bermudas. 

i Beginning July 1,1931, indodes “ Wiltshire sides.’ 
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Table 439 .—Principal agricultural products exported Jrom the United States, by 
countries, 1926—27 to 1931—32 —Continued 


Article and country to which exported 

Year beginning July 

192fr-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930*31 

1931-32 

ANIMAL AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS—COn. 

Bacon—Continued. 

Irish Free Stale.. 

Netherlands.. .. 

Other Europe_ 

1,000 

pounds 

64 

2,502 

7,542 

1,000 

pounds 

402 

632 

16,434 

1,000 

pounds 

933 

1,198 

15,628 

1,000 

pounds 

2,273 

2,959 

15,933 

1,000 

pounds 

1,126 

61 

582 

IfiOO 

pounds 

266 

667 

255 

Total Europe. 

Cuba. 

Canada. 

Panama_ 

Newfoundland and Labrador. 

Mexico. 

Other countries. 

Total. 

Hams and shoulders, including Wiltshire 
sides:" 

iriTigdnm___ _ _ _ 

88,561 

21,070 

4,584 

228 

1,181 

285 

1,634 

99,554 
19,107 
5,173 
341 
731 
221 
1,840 

103,235 

16,698 

6,769 

401 

626 

225 

2,291 

106,389 
15,957 
5,617 
499 
667 
233 
2,419 

35,412 

12,398 

2,335 

421 

372 

189 

1,285 

16,288 

7,128 

650 

330 

278 

114 

777 

127,543 

126,967 

129,246 

131,670 

52,412 

26,565 

124,381 

451 

1,424 

104,020 

660 

1,846 

100,959 

1,003 

2,024 

103,169 
2,136 

1,155 

81,294 

1,464 

236 

58,126 

607 

193 

Belsium___ 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe.. 

Cuba. 

Canada. 

Other couTitHfls ___ 

126,266 
6,548 
4,803 
6,032 

106,526 

8,167 

6,134 

6,992 

103,980 

7,435 

6,309 

7,666 

106,460 

6,807 

11,370 

7,435 

82,994 

4,272 

5,895 

6,588 

58,926 

4,559 

694 

6,164 

Total. 

Pork: 

Canned- 

United Kingdom.. 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe.... 

Philippine Islands. 

Canada. 

China. 

Panama. 

Other countries.... 

Total. 

Fresh- 

United Kingdom. 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe. 

Cuba...... 

Canada. 

Panama. 

Philippine Islands.. 

Other countries. 

Total. 

Pickled- 

United Kingdom. 

Norway. 

Germany___... 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe... 

Cuba. 

Canada... 

Newfoundland and Labrador. 

British West Indies and Bermudas. 

Haiti, Republic of.. 

Other countries. 

143,649 

127,819 

125,396 

131,572 

99,749 

69,343 

5,595 

80 

7,632 

97 

6,666 

145 

10,737 

238 

9,066 

193 

8,751 

78 

5,675 

48 

188 

11 

14 

795 

7,729 

32 

179 

7 

15 

652 

6,700 

36 

244 

7 

23 

964 

10,975 

64 

241 

145 

39 

1,319 

9,269 

112 

225 

127 

90 

739 

8,820 

173 

101 

167 

169 

580 

6,731 

8,614 

7,974 

12,783 

10,552 

10,019 

7,128 

260 

6,418 

1,002 

4,547 

2,515 

10,527 

3,685 

8,098 

464 

6,672 

211 

7,388 

1,763 

590 

420 

143 

577 

7,420 

1,667 

798 

658 

194 

632 

7,062 

1,732 

582 

444 

288 

533 

14,212 

1,618 

1,091 

763 

239 

858 

8,662 

421 

410 

771 

222 

704 

6,913 

161 

72 

1,430 

257 

439 

10,881 

11,059 

10,641 

18,771 

11,093 

9,272 

3,857 

394 

134 

416 

6,181 

722 

289 

821 

7,608 

864 

366 

1,420 

5,094 

799 

328 

1,194 

2,945 

364 

89 

327 

1,685 

210 

54 

279 

4,801 

7,760 

5,800 

3,532 

2,730 

917 

2,422 

7,016 i 
7,626 
7,056 
3,734 
2,861 
1,055 
2,312 

10, m 

10,550 

8,696 

4,580 

2,810 

838 

2,334 

7,415 

9,798 

11,211 

4,792 

221 

719 

6,677 

3,725 

4,862 

4,356 

3,681 

2,226 

544 

1,724 

2,128 

1,923 

3,068 

3,423 

2.464 

518 

1,720 

Total. 

27,962 

31,660 

30,906 

39,833 

21,118 

15,229 

Lard: 

United Kingdom. 

Germany.. 

Netherhmds_ 

222,086 

174,621 

40,071 

7,642 

12,718 

26,238 

233,664 

176,771 

35,784 

20,384 

14,641 

38,144 

229,899 

195,095 

36,992 

29,200 

14,841 

49,070 

240,147 

180,074 

48,584 

19,865 

18,700 

66,031 

256,353 
107,317 
20,478 
6,064 
9,406 
14,791 

239,358 
142,354 
29,980 
7,125 
5,760 
8,799 

Italy. 

Belgium... 

Other Enrnpe - 

Total Europe-.. 

Cuba.. 

Mexico.... 

489,376 

79,599 

41.963 

619,188 
78,469 
52.476 

656,697 

84,316 

56.728 

563,401 
79,860 
68.531 

420,409 

49,001 

67.491 

433,366 

38.406 

35,483 


t Begiimiiig July 1,1831, “ WUtstiire sides” included with ” Bacon, induding Cumberland sides.’ 
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Table 439. —Principal agricultvral prodvcta exported from the XTniied States, by 
countries, 1926-37 to 1931-S2 —Continued 


Year beginning July 


Article and country to whieh exjwrted | 

.1 

192&-27 1 

1 

1927-28 

1928-29 1 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-32 

AKIMiX AND ANIMAL PEODUCTS —COn. | 
Lard—Continued. i 

1,000 

pounds 

12,C23 

1,000 

pounds 

13,782 

1 

1,000 
pounds 
23,373 

1,000 

pounds 

19,479 

1,000 

pounds 

11,836 

1,000 

pounds 

4,284 

Canada. 1 

Other countries-..| 

14,bSS 

37,363 

16,172 
34,312 

17,864 

42,934 

16,112 
40,777 

12,224 

24,706 

6,197 
24,894 

Total.1 

676,812 

716,398 

780,914 

787,160 

686,670 

542,630 

Lard, neutral: i= 

Netherlands...! 

Germany.... 

rnited Kinstdom. 

Norvray. 

■npnTnarlr _ 

6,260 

6,896 

3,530 

1,039 

720 

6,784 

5,623 

5,096 

1,22S 

1,176 

4,710 

4,023 

3,919 

895 

S94 

6,260 

3,010 

2,320 

755 

1,379 

3,264 

1,421 

1,526 

529 

1,453 

2,554 

1,162 

746 

455 

804 


912 

696 

649 

787 

7C6 

766 

Other Europe. 

921 

1,206 

1,463 

1,197 

1,015 

016 

Total Europe_____ 

1S,2S3 

21,809 

16,553 

15,708 

9,974 

7,391 

0 ther countries___ 

1,774 

1,990 

1,762 

3,076 

786 

299 





Total. 

20,057 

23,799 

18,315 

16,783 

10,759 

7,690 

Oleo oil: 

Germany___... 

25,443 

18,287 

16,835 

14,630 

13,934 

11,670 

Netherlands__ 

27,270 

17,608 

16,744 

22,158 

15,868 

11,698 

United Kingdom___ 

18,691 

16,092 

16,328 

11,735 

2,549 

760 

13,179 

9,883 

Norvpfiy.n . , - - - 

6,460 

3,596 

454 

2,763 

602 

2,018 

1,587 

1,837 

2,408 

1,808 

1,600 

Greece......___ 

3,972 

i; 519 

Belgium_ 

1,876 

1,676 

2,079 

1,780 

2,062 

1,470 

2,865 

1,716 

Denmark_____ 

21691 

2 ; 134 

hthpr Rnropft 

21726 

1,939 

2,367 

1,883 

1.415 


Tnffil "Rnrope -- - - _ 

88.128 

61,611 

3,240 

59,481 

3,706 

58,040 

3,053 

52,639 

41,435 

Other countries_____ 

4,592 

2,322 

2,327 


Tot'd - r 

92,720 

64,851 

63,187 

61,093 

64,961 

43,762 


VEGETABLE PEODUCTS 

Ootton* exduding linters: 

Germany_-_-_ 

1,000 
bales ^ 
2,829 

1,000 
bales ^ 
2,090 

1,000 
bales^ 
1,891 
1,918 
841 

1,000 
bales ^ 
1,770 
1,306 
860 

1,000 
bales ^ 

1,762 

1,000 
bales^ 
1,629 
1,314 
487 

T'^nltPd TTlTigdom . . _ 

2,623 

1,003 

841 

1,443 

004 

1,108 

986 

tTmuoe - - - - 

iTftly . . . - - 

708 

765 

705 

495 

673 

'Rplg!nTn _ . _ . _ 

2S6 

213 

217 

182 

143 

143 

Spain __...._ 

^9 

821 

301 

285 

268 

300 

vpthpTlaTidss _ ... 

251 

144 

168 

143 

147 

167 

Other Europe.. ___ 

661 

606 

497 

316 

214 

207 


Total Europe . 

Japan... ___ 

1 8,813 

! 1,644 

262 

1 562 

8,425 

1,007 

136 

319 

b,598 

1,373 

245 

304 

5,567 1 
1,071 i 
282 1 
226 

5,113 

1,233 

393 

309 

5,009 
2,306 
1,143 
441 

China. 

Other countries.__ 


Total. 

Linters: 

Genuftny 

! 11,281 

7.890 

8,620 

7,096 

7,048 

8,980 

154 

132 

120 

70 

56 

59 

Ti'Tanpp _ _ _ _ __ 


36 

32 

26 

27 

24 

Unft^ Kingdom. . . 

51 

22 

16 

7 

11 

16 

1 

Beleium___ 

12 

7 

12 

8 

5 

Other Europe 

16 

15 

IS 

14 

14 

16 


Total Europe _ 

258 

212 

198 

125 

113 

110 

Canada_ 

20 

IS 

19 

17 

16 

14 

Other coimtriefi _ _ 

0 

1 

2 

1 

3 

15 





Tot^_ _ . _ 

278 

231 

219 

143 

132 

145 

Fruits: 

Dried- 

Apples— 

Germany _ 

1,000 

pounds 

12,158 

9,668 

2,278 

1,371 

1,000 

pounds 

10,877 

3,315 

2,624 

1,384 

1,018 

1,617 

1,000 

pounds 

22,085 

12,451 

2.985 

1,674 

2,618 

6,996 

1,000 

pounds 

11,425 

4,323 

3,015 

894 

1,000 
pounds 
18,470 
8,763 
1,846 
1,161 
1,756 
5,598 

1,000 

pounds 

12,056 

8,154 

2,501 

1,429 

2,198 

4,656 

Netherlanila __ _ _ . 

Sweden - _ , „ 

Denmark__ 

TTnited Kingdom. 

2,282 

3,656 

1,622 

1,880 

Other Europe _ _ 


Total Europe .. . 

31,313 

1,357 

20,735 

969 

48,808 

1,216 

23,059 

710 

37,593 

528 

30,993 

564 

Other countries __ 



Total_ 

32,670 

j 21,704 

50,024 

23.769 

38,121 

31,557 



« Bales of 600 pounds. 
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Tablb 439 .—Principal agricultural products exported from the United States, bu 
countries, 19Se-S7 to Continued 


Article and country to which exported 

Year beginning July 

192ft-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-32 

VEGETABLE PEODTJCTS—COntlnued 

Fruits—Continued. 

Dried—C on tinned. 

Apricots— 

Germany__ 

Netherlands__ 

United Kingdom—. 

Belgium.. 

Norway. 

Sweden.. 

Denmark___ 

France.... 

Other Europe__ 

Total Europe_ 

Canada.. 

Other countries. 

Total.. 

lyOOO 

pounds 

4«593 

8,316 

2,084 

1,038 

945 

952 

1,962 

409 

477 

lyOOO 

pounds 

6,512 

4,651 

1,964 

1,374 

1,260 

994 

2,469 

1,273 

661 

UOOO 

pounds 

7,742 

3,760 

1,422 

1,691 

988 

776 

1,959 

3,015 

936 

UOOO 

pounds 

6,091 

2,493 

1,019 

891 

1,327 

939 

2,066 

1,310 

728 

UOOO 

pounds 

8,695 

2,933 

1,243 

1,932 

786 

835 

2,290 

2,458 

820 

UOOO 

pounds 

11,798 

3,913 

2.7S9 

2,007 

1,389 

1,161 

3.369 
7,139 

1.370 

15,776 

1,257 

868 

21,158 
1,920 
606 

22,279 

1,614 

759 

16,864 

1,431 

806 

21,992 

1,036 

619 

34,925 

1,833 

864 

17,901 

23,684 

24,652 

19,101 

23,647 

37.622 

Prunes— 

Germany..-. 

United Kingdom.. 

France__ 

Netherlands_ 

Sweden__ 

Italy_ 

Denmark.-.. 

Belgium... 

Norway__ 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe_ 

Canada.. 

Other countries___ 

Total. 

38,553 

40,173 

27,217 

10,242 

6,854 

1,368 

6,136 

6,019 

2,590 

6,558 

79,732 
45,601 
27,390 
23,140 
7,047 
5,533 
9,992 
9,402 
5,036 
10,701 

77,883 

40,836 

59,822 

17,286 

5,434 

7,700 

6,611 

9,885 

3,685 

11,662 

44,789 
28,143 
9,298 
5,584 
6,744 
2,867 
6,034 
3,387 
3,019 
6,992 

97,631 

39,824 

46,571 

18,903 

8,712 

16,851 

9,426 

9,614 

5,313 

15,970 

62,539 

42,767 

46,882 

9,309 

8,788 

13,262 

7,985 

6,652 

5,063 

14,935 

145,710 

20,454 

9,380 

223,574 

23,272 

13,779 

240,794 

18,965 

18,292 

116,857 

16,187 

9,945 

267,816 

16,466 

11,983 

218,172 
17,161 
8,602 

175,544 

260,625 

273,061 

142,989 

296,254 

243,935 

Raisins— 

United Kingdom_ 

Germany.—-___ 

Netherlands__— 

Denmark__ 

Belgium.... 

France... 

Sweden.... 

Other Eurojpe__ 

Total Europe. 

Canada.—__ 

China. 

Japan.. 

Other countries_ 

Total. 

49.991 
16,039 
13,857 
1,994 
4,315 
2,144 
6,065 
3,309 

70,034 

18,733 

18,598 

1,593 

5,543 

3,496 

10,285 

3,643 

71,376 

23,022 

21,278 

2,244 

6,074 

4,455 

14,782 

6,555 

36,443 

14,059 

7,436 

1,^ 

2,268 

2,750 

9,639 

3,734 

40^293 

11,628 

8,827 

1,385 

2,773 

3,303 

10,510 

3,221 

48,158 

16,899 

7,315 

1,834 

2,904 

8,507 

8,916 

4.577 

97,714 

37,400 

3,549 

2,801 

10,873 

131,925 
40,148 
4,144 
3,086 
13,796 

162,785 

39,635 

7,674 

2,961 

18,801 

77,616 
28,668 
4,791 
2,992 
14,631 

84,940 

22,894 

1,816 

2,110 

13,310 

94,410 

14,576 

1,627 

1,922 

9,678 

152,837 1 

193,099 

221,756 j 

128,697 

125,100 

122,213 

Fresh- 

Apples— 

United Kingdom_ 

Germany___ 

Netherlands_ 

Belgium.. 

France__ j 

Denmark____ 

Other Europe_ 

lyOOO 

barrels 

3,305 

361 

141 

80 

4 

151 

112 

1,000 

barrels 

1,004 

27 

2 

108 

UOOO 

barrels 

1,720 

236 

201 

321 

62 

81 

165 

UOOO 

barrels 

953 

50 

17 

14 

8 

41 

126 

lyCOO 

barrels 

954 

404 

334 

313 

131 

66 

67 

lyOOO 

barrels 

1,893 

73 

49 

189 

367 

73 

117 

Total Europe___ 

Other countries_ 

Total_ 

4,154 

329 

1,184 

165 

2,786 

219 

1,209 

218 

2,268 

211 

2,761 

67 

4,483 

1,349 

3,005 

1,427 

2,479 

2,818 

Apples— 

United Kingdom_ 

Germany__ 

Netherlands_ 

France__ 

Other Europe_ 

lyOOO 

boxes 

8,723 

1,287 

670 

6 

506 

lyOOO 

boxes 

2,709 

737 

72 

1 

506 

UOOO 

boxes 

4,838 

2,695 

1,687 

77 

762 

UOOO 

bores 

2,655 

946 

272 

49 

549 

lyOOO 

boxes 

3,991 

3,476 

2,417 

677 

824 

1,000 

boxes 

8,475 

1,988 

1,303 

913 

771 

Total Europe_—__ 

6,142 

4,025 

10,057 

4,471 

11,385 

8,450 


> Less then 500. 
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Table 439 .—Principal agricultural products exported from the United States, hy 
countries, 1926-27 to 1931-82 —Continued 


Year beginning July 


Article and country to wmcn exported j 

1926-27 

1927-28 { 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-32 

VEt-ETAELE PKODTJCTS—COUtinUed 







rniits—Continued. 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Apples—C ontmued. 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

boxes 

* Canada_..........._ 

730 

612 

636 

600 

476 

238 

Argentina___ 

155 

227 

836 

294 

281 

167 

Brazil___ 

172 

115 

212 

224 

170 

127 

Philippine Islands—.. 

120 

8S 

150 

88 

112 

105 

Other countries.. 

625 

3S7 

635 

421 

501 

380 

Total. 

7 844 

5.3S4 

12.026 

6,998 

12.904 

9,467 

Oranges— 







United Kingdom_ 

403 

402 

709 

796 

669 

628 

Canada_—_ 

2,636 

2,346 

3,151 

2,568 

2,873 

2,470 

Other countries.— 

301 

240 

363 

310 

442 

436 

Total_ 

3.340 

2,988 

4.223 

3,674 

3,084 

8,534 

Grapefruit- 

United Kingdom__ 

310 

333 


496 


692 

Canada__ 

264 

349 


308 


453 

Germariy ____........ 

8 

6 


10 

23 

13 

Franee.J__ 

4 

4 


5 

7 

6 

Other countries___ 

27 

27 


35 

43 

38 

Total_ 

613 

719 

940 

854 

1,222 

1,202 


1,000 

1,000 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Conned- 

poupds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

United Kingdom_____ 

203,016 

177,256 

236,754 

201,151 

215,675 

215,843 

Other Europe__ 

29,691 

38,539 

47,646 


26,667 

23,592 

Total Europe_..._ 

232,707 

215,795 

284,400 

243,322 

212,242 

239,435 

Canada........—. 

15,491 

17,993 

22,769 

20,438 

13,693 

2,203 

Other countries_ 

22,172 

22,088 

22,654 

19,957 

16,161 

8,187 

Total... 

270,370 

265, b76 

329.823 

2S3,717 

271,096 

249,825 

Grains and grain products; 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Barley ^ainj— 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

Germany.. 

2,066 

11,589 

13,085 

1,521 


77 

United Kingdom. _ 

8,981 

10,161 

13,161 



4,237 

Netherlands__ 

815 

2,581 

3,009 

479 

8 

234 

Belgium__ 

1,676 

642 

1,782 

651 

775 

171 

Other Europe_ 

$16 

034 1 

749 

766 

637 

162 

Total Europe___ 

14,2*^ 

25, eo7 

82,686 

12,777 

9,990 

4,881 

Canada__ 

2,1M 

10,453 

2d,8b6 

8,144 

9 

116 

Other countries___ 

606 

520 

421 

628 

303 

87 

Total_ 

17,044 

3b, 5S0 i 

56,996 

21.544 

10,302 

5,084 

Com (grain)— 


1 





Netherlands_____ 

560 

4,311 1 

7,977 

126 

50 

65 

nermany 

2 

2,520 1 

4,241 

0 

69 

114 

United Kingdom_ 

1.208 

1,SS5 

8,237 

20 

8 

322 

■Dpnnifwk 

5b3 

845 

896 

0 

1 

0 

Cnnftda ^ 

10,536 

6,454 

11,082 

7,390 

1,414 

2,681 

Cuba... 

2,016 

1,021 

’765 

*226 

18 

2 

Mexico. 

2,124 

323 

672 

1,297 

823 

7 

Other countries... 

494 

1,016 

6,974 

295 

146 

153 

Total__ 

17,663 

18,374 

40,744 

9,354 

2,529 

3,344 

Oats (groin)— 







United Kingdom_........... 

1,259 

645 

1,177 

18 

0 

0 

Belgium_ 

352 

123 

257 

0 

0 

0 

Germany. _ _ _ _ 

297 

115 

0 

0 

0 

0 

France_ 

239 

44 

141 

0 

0 

0 

Other Europe_ 

385 

316 

1,620 

2 

0 

2 

Total Europe 

3,532 

1.243 

3,195 

15 

0 

2 

Canada. 

5,198 


6,501 

3,913 

680 

1,962 

Cuba. 

1,170 


861 

490 

61 

352 

Mexico _. _ _ _ _ 

132 

98 

51 

44 

35 

34 

Other countries... 

213 

239 

240 

173 

131 

139 

Total. 

9.245 

6,034 

10,848 

4,635 

907 

2,470 
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Table 439 .—Principal agricultural products exported from the United StcUes, bv 
countries, 1998-87 to I PSI-5.9—Continued 


Article and country to •which exported 


VEGETABLE PRODXJCTS—COntlnued 

Grain and grain products—Continued. 1,000 

Oatmeal— poundi 

United Kingdom. 18,886 

Finland. 13,219 

Netherlands. 26,930 

Belgium. 4,736 

Other Europe. 12,036 


Total Europe- 
South America.. 

Mexico. 

Canada_ 

British India-— 


Other countries. 21,674 

Total.— ^04,334 

Rice (grain)— 

Germany-___ 

United Kingdom. 

Belgixim. 

France. 

Netherlands. 

Greece. 

Sweden... 

Denmark.-_———__ 

Other Europe. 


Total Europe. 121,914 

South America. 24,847 

Central America. 3,468 

Japan. 68,618 

Canada. 7,626 

Other countries. 8,276 

Total- 234,548 


Belgium 


Year beginning July 


1927-28 1928-29 1929-80 1930-31 1931-32 



Other countries 


46,646 
41,190 
8,782 
1,241 
10,266 

66,679 
16,777 
9,186 
140 
9,394 

103,114 

92,176 
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Table 439 .—Principal agricultural products exported from the United Statesy by 
countries^ 1926-27 to 1931-32 —Continued 


Article and country to which exported 

Year begining July 

1926-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-32 

VEGETABLE PEODrcTS—Continued 

Gram and grain products—Continued. 
Wheat flour— 

Netherlands--.. 

United Kingdom.. 

Germany-. 

Greece. 

Irish Free State. 

TJeTunnrk . 

uooo 

barrds 

1,568 

1,733 

834 

282 

94 

439 

480 

336 

297 

uooo 

barrels 

1,530 

1,224 

534 

113 

62 

528 

482 

324 

296 

1,000 

barrels 

1,084 

886 

312 

49 

30 

423 

400 

259 

256 

1,000 

barrels 

1,031 
1,560 
452 
30 
145 
535 
341 
863 
283 

1,000 

barrels 

1,297 

1,378 

243 

12 

166 

508 

282 

313 

358 

1,000 

barrels 

178 

776 

145 

7 

117 

284 

139 

273 

120 

Finland. 

Norway.. 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe. 

Cuba. 

Other West Indies 3. 

Honi; Kong. 

Brazil. 

China. 

Philippme Islands. 

Central America. 

Kwantimg 

Venezuela. 

Egjrt. 

Other countries.. 

Total_ 

Hops— 

TTnltPd TvirtprlnTn 

Belgium. 

Irish Free State. 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe. 

Canada_ _ _ 

Other countries—. 

Total.. 

Oil cake and oil-cake meal: 

Cottonseed cake— 

Benmark . 

Germany _ _ _ _ _ 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe—. 

Other countries__ 

Total. 

Cottonseed meal— 

United Kingdom,-. 

Germany-— _ _ 

Norway... 

Irish liee State. 

France... 

Netherlands. 

Belgium--..... 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe. 

Canada. 

Other countries—... 

Total. 

Linseed or flaxseed cake— 

Netherlands_ _ 

Belgium _ . 

Umted Kingdom 

Other Europe __ 

Total Europe. _., 

Other oountripa _ __ 

Total_ 

6,0G3 

1,199 

747 

618 

904 

418 

666 

613 

189 

175 

337 

1,456 

6,093 
1,216 
676 
029 
873 
790 
727 
697 
136 
201 
173 
1,310 

3,708 

1,204 

809 

868 

831 

1,242 

802 

752 

428 

248 

220 

1,776 

4,740 
1,199 
663 
762 
780 
553 
730 
684 
891 
295 
205 
1,502 

4,546 

968 

600 

843 

671 

055 

640 

658 

382 

254 

185 

1,034 

2,038 

871 

550 

680 

113 

1,740 

600 

596 

96 

242 

163 

638 

13,385 

12,821 

12,888 

12,094 

11,720 

8,357 

t,m 

pounds 
4,559 
1,802 
702 
2,225 

1,000 

pounds 

6,121 

255 

5S3 

759 

1,000 

pounds 

4,175 

120 

974 

59 

1,000 

pounds 

3,255 

93 

613 

40 

1,000 

pounds 

2,746 

77 

796 

111 

1,000 

pounds 

2,359 

37 

769 

10 

9,378 

2,772 

1,219 

7,718 

3,168 

926 

5,337 

2,838 

661 

4,001 

2,622 

270 

3,728 
1,685 
180 

3,175 

566 

76 

13,369 

11,812 

8,836 

6,793 

5,593 

3,817 

345,747 

215,887 

23,802 

450,524 

6b,77S 

17,611 

310,596 
49,844 
26,790 

168,488 

39,505 

3,371 

67,820 

0 

21 

281,016 

28,054 

13,652 

686,520 

13,922 

526,913 

110 

395,230 

27 

211,364 

202 

1 67,841 

2,918 

822,721 
179 

599,448 

1 627,023 

i 396,257 

211,566 

70,759 

322,900 

150,699 

127,687 

28,746 

18,638 

6S9 

25,299 

8,404 

458 

45,844 

39,157 

11,655 

5,611 

493 

1 12,366 

4,360 

1 7,282 

60,084 
46,313 

1 10,192 

1 9,708 

4,048 
16,990 
7,892 
i 7,513 

46,955 
19,752 
1,019 
14,305 
2,296 
7,417 
3,261 
3,143 

3,297 

0 

112 

0 

1,120 

168 

1,010 

30,180 

18,947 

21,066 

12,795 

1,400 

3,620 

3,214 

4,081 

360,620 

22,177 

8,271 

i 126,768 
9,686 

1 1,0&4 

102,739 

12,950 

1,720 

98,148 

26,347 

1 4,112 

6,708 

8,543 

2,247 

05,293 

8,776 

3,303 

391,068 

I 137,498 

177,416 

> 128,007 

16,498 

107,372 

381,104 

171,487 

45,522 

11,281 

305,321 

235,883 

38,698 

9,151 

371,385 

204,205 

40,392 

8,104 

323,637 

181,988 

48,746 

42,116 

143,605 

89,849 

42,405 

15,306 

206,188 

139,637 

21,728 

54,764 

609,394 

126 

589,053 

121 

624,086 

827 

599,386 

2,433 

289,155 

501 

422,307 

1,035 

609,520 

689,174 

624,013 

601,819 

280,746 

423,342 


> Excludes Bermudas. 
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Table 439 .—Principal agricultural products exported from the United StateSf hy 
countriesi 1926^27 to 1931—32 —Continued 





Year beginning July 




192^27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-82 

VEGETABLE PEODXJCTS—Continued 

Oils, vegetable: 


1,000 

pounds 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Cottonseed— 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Canada. 

37,683 

49,407 
5,318 

20,650 

24,666 

9,162 

28,572 


3,868 

2,374 

947 

3,954 

150 

Cuba. 

2,770 

2,033 

1,836 

2,448 

9,855 

7,797 

Argentina. 


1,108 

912 

253 

91 

3 


925 

831 

911 

1,179 

1,146 

1,602 

PftTif^Tna .. _ 

742 

719 

788 

1,063 

768 

900 

Other countries—. 

9.432 

2,054 

2,160 

1,442 

1,381 

1,661 

Total. 

57,580 

61,470 

29,531 

31,968 

26.353 

40,085 


IfiOO 

IMO 

short 

UOQO 

1,000 

IfiOO 

1,000 


short 

short 

short 

short 

short 

Sugar, refined: 

tOTtS 

ions 

ions 

tons 

tons 

tons 

United Kingdom. 

37 

35 

24 

23 

23 

24 

Norway. 

15 

13 

14 

6 

2 

3 

France. 

5 

1 

2 

1 

0 

1 

Netherlands. 

3 

4 

5 

5 

5 

4 

Other Europe. 

7 

8 

1 

3 

2 

2 

Total Europe. 

67 

61 

46 

40 

34 

34 


19 

13 

26 

6 

7 

3 


4 

5 

6 

5 

5 

4 

British Africa. 

5 

5 

12 

6 

5 

4 


2 

4 

7 

3 

2 

1 


4 

2 

5 

4 

1 


Panama. 

2 

2 

2 

3 

4 

5 


1 

1 

2 

(») 

2 

2 


2 

7 

13 

6 

5 

(4) 

Chile. 

2 

2 

2 

1 

(2) 

0 

Other countries. 

6 

4 

7 

5 

5 

1 

Total. 

114 

106 

128 

79 

70 

54 

Tobacco, leaf: 

UOOO 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

pounds 

1,000 

IfiOO 

1,000 


pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

184,886 

11,105 

157,506 

13,378 

171,516 

13,841 

186,583 

184,448 

129,309 

Germany.—.. 

8,160 

12,274 

7,610 

Other Europe. 

17,753 

21,197 

25,197 

39,932 

28,172 

26,122 

Total Europe. 

163,744 

192,081 

210,553 

234,665 

128,144 

224,894 

162.131 



68,842 

131,254 
18,146 

143,989 

77,433 


21,488 

19,492 

23,173 

11,007 


11,984 

14,049 

14,601 

13,660 

11,210 

11,601 

10,680 


8,553 

11,555 

14,561 

10,395 

4,128 

4,538 

5,031 

5,884 

3,874 

1,162 

16,656 



8,785 

15,878 

18,947 

19,712 

16,388 

Total. 

288,671 

328,924 

413,949 

429,942 

432,688 

285,488 


Bnreau of Agricultural Ecouozaics. Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign C om merce, United 
States, January and June issues, 1926-1932 and official records of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com¬ 
merce. 


s Less than 500. 

7 Includes Hong Hong and Hwantung. 
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Table 440. —Principal agricvltural products imported into the United Statesj hy 
countries, 1926—27 to 1931—32 


Year beginning Inly 


Article and country from which | 

imported 

1926-27 

1927-28 

1923-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1981-321 

AJTIIIALS A2sD ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Cattle: 

Tfeou- 

iandi 

09 

168 

0 

Thou¬ 

sands 

204 

343 

1 

Thou¬ 

sands 

300 

256 

1 

Thou¬ 

sands 

226 

192 

1 

Thou¬ 

sands 

56 

26 

1 

Thou¬ 

sands 

79 

24 

C) 



Total. 

267 

648 

566 

419 

83 

103 

Butter: 

Denmark_ 

1,000 
pounds 
1,529 
3,932 
192 

, 1,000 
\ pounds 
\ 761 

1 870 

1 453 

1,000 

pounds 

002 

58 

279 

1,000 

pounds 

1, 109 
171 
38 

1,000 

pounds 

172 

17 

26 

1,000 

pounds 

210 

38 

1 34 

United Kingdom_ 

Other Europe. _______ 

To+al Europe_ 


5,653 

2,084 
' 2,306 

! 275 

1 200 

1,239 

1,674 

237 

149 

1,318 

1,141 
142 
260 

215 

877 

162 

76 

282 

729 

709 

118 

?Cew Zealand*___-_ 

3.682 

610 

766 

Canada __-_ 

Other countries_-_ 

Total . 

10,710 

4,955 

3,200 

2,851 

1,320 

1,838 

i 

Cheese, Emmenthaler (Swiss) :■> 

Switzerland _-_ 




«934 
*40 
i *48 

*120 

13,671 

694 

497 

1 , no 

11,211 

661 

813 

883 

DPTiTnarV _ 




Germany ____ 1 _ 




Other coimtries __ _ 




Total. 





1 . 


! < 1,142 

15,772 

13,568 

Cheese, other than Swiss: ’ 

Italy _ _ _ 




36,672 
4,923 
' 8,687 

20,638 
6,634 

31,332 

5,874 

3,736 

16,440 

5,9S3 

38,337 
6,243 
3,525 
19,731 
6,052 

36,058 

6,035 

2,915 

16,452 

8,469 

39,307 
3,860 
2,334 
3,607 
1,994 

30,296 

4,333 

2,435 

1,463 

3,145 

France_ ____ 

Netheriands _____ 

Switzerland . 

Other Europe ___ 

Total Europe _-_-_-_ 

72,454 

16,609 

719 

63,374 

11,439 

611 

73,888 

9,381 

1,337 

70,829 

5,895 

396 

41,102 

818 

280 

41,672 
1,366 
629 

Canada _ 

Other countries _ 

Total.... _-___ 

89,782 

75,424 

84,606 

77,120 

42,200 

43,667 

Eggs In the shell: 

Hong Kong _ 

1,000 

dozen 

219 

6 

o4 

17 

1,000 

dozen 

199 

40 

13 

4 

1,000 

dozen 

236 

28 

18 

14 

1,000 

dozen 

250 

15 

60 

12 

1,000 

dozen 

263 

19 

15 

4 

1,000 

dozen 

248 

20 

13 

1 


Canada . 

Other countries __ __ ___ 

Total ....- 

296 

256 

291 

337 

301 

282 


Eggs and egg yolks (dried, frozen, and pre¬ 
served): 

China _ _ _ _ 

1,000 

pounds 

14,825 

3,357 

133 

1,000 

pounds 

5,409 

248 

244 

1,000 

pounds 

20,582 

3,285 

693 

1,000 

pounds 

18,208 

4,408 

253 

1,000 \ 
pounds \ 
7,918 1 
76 , 
62 

1,000 

pounds 

2,745 

84 

79 

United Kingdom . 

Other countries ___ _ 

Total_ 

18,315 

5,901 1 

24,460 

22,957 

8,056 

2,008 


Egg albumen: 

China . 

6,907 

919 

2,836 

78 

3,431 
77 ! 

4,868 

450 

2,208 

13 

1,654 

68 

Other countries 

Total_, . 


7,826 

2,914 

3,508 

5,318 

2,221 

1,722 

Fibers, animal: 

Silk, raw, in skeins reeled from 
eocoon— 

Japan _ 

59,934 

11,872 

1,596 

64,673 

9,816 

1,269 

63,415 

12,326 

1,465 

61,243 

12,717 

3,733 

67,809 

10,432 

4,038 

69,428 

5,268 

3,168 

China. _ _ _ 

Other countries _ 

Totel___ , 

73,402 

75,763 

77,196 

77,693 

81,779 

77,849 



‘ Preliminary. 

* than 500. 

* Ineladed with **Ohees6, other than Swiss*' prior to June 18.1930. 

* June 18 to June 30. 

s Inclndes Swiss cheese** prior to June 18,1930. 
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Table 440. — Principal agricultural products imported into the United States, by 
countries, 1926-27 to IBS 1-32 — Continued 


Article and country from which 
import^ 


ANIMALS AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS~Con, 

Fibers, animal—Continued. 

Wool, unmanufactured— 

Carpet wool- 

united Kingdom. 

France.. 

China. 

British India. 

Argentina. 

Palestine and Syria. 

Iraq. 

Egypt. 

Germany. 

Irish Free State. 

Italy. 

Switzerland. 

Other countries. 


Clothing wool— 
United Kingdom 

Australia. 

Canada. 

Argentina.. 

Chile. 

New Zealand-... 
Uruguay........ 

Other countries- 


Year beginning July 



Total. 

16,770 

19,374 

18,408 

18,856 

6,539 

Combing wool— 

United Kingdom.. 

15,484 

17,344 

12,319 

8,784 

2,933 

Australia.-. 

38,714 

21,992 

17,906 

14,911 

22,018 

Argentina.. 

15,265 

5,192 

11,424 

12,875 

10,674 

1,898 

New Zealand. 

8,260 

8,577 

3,093 

2,065 

Uruguay... 

17,751 

6,962 

20,341 

11,815 

4,553 

Union of South Africa_-_ 

4,488 

4,566 

2,013 

925 

2,715 

Canada. 

3,599 

6,122 

5,314 

5,067 

396 

Other countries. 

2,415 

3,612 

3,233 

3,215 

2,150 

Total. 

102,908 

80,282 

83,478 

58,474 

38,728 


Hair of the Angora goat (mohair), 
alpaca- 

united Kingdom. 

Turkey (Europe and Asia)... 

British South Africa. 

Peru. 

China.. 

Other countries. 




391 

350 

50 

553 

9 

0 

370 

407 

0 

622 

149 

50 

48 

26 

27 

52 

58 

14 

2,036 

999 

141 



sage casings: 

Germany. 

Argentina.. 

Canada. 

Australia. 

China. 

New Zealand. 

Uruguay. 

Chile. 

Russia, Soviet (Europe)— 
Turkey (Asia and Europe) 
Other countries. 
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Table 440 .—Principal agricuUvral products imported into the United States, by 
countries, 1926-27 to 1931-32 —Continued 


Article and country from which 
imported 


TEGETABLE FBODUCI3 

Cocoa or cacao heans: 

British West Africa. 

Brazil. 

Dominicm Republic. 

British West Indies and Bermudas.. 

Venezuela. 

Germany. 

Netherlands.. 

United Xmdgom. 

French Africa. 

Ecuador.. 

Panama. 

Other countries. 


Year beginning July 



1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

IfiOO 

UOOO 

UOOO 

UOOO 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

133,963 

146,739 

145,400 

161,524 

100,262 

87,338 

95,516 

75,726 

39,591 

50,353 

41,120 

37,808 

38,217 

41,933 

39,276 

41,805 

14,482 

18,008 , 

19,302 

17,338 

20,074 

17,424 1 

8,565 

11,606 

11,602 

6,074 

5,528 

9,990 

9,234 

10,612 

12,790 

16,429 

0 

44 

8,741 

12,308 

19,210 

16,939 

14,754 

13,170 

3,861 

9,148 

7,693 

10,080 

12,147 

14,631 

23,253 

17,668 


UOOO 
pounds 
131,720 
142,2b4 
54,412 
21,240 
13,936 
8,347 
4,289 
12,103 
7,282 
11,920 
13,461 
13,809 


Total.I 425.184 

Coffee: 

BraziL.^1,000,721 jl,05l 

Colombia. 

Central America. 

Venezuela. 

Other countries. 



Fibers, vegetable: 
Cotton, raw— 


Flax, unmanufactured— 

Litvia. 

United Kingdom.. 

Belrium. 

Netherlands. 

Russia, Soviet (Europe). 
Other Europe. 


Canada,._ 

Other countries. 


TotaL_ 

Manila fiber— 


Other countries. 


Total. 00,630 

Sisal and henequen— 


Cuba. 

Netherlands. 

United Kingdom.. 


Total-- 116,151 

* Bales of 478 pounds net. 


Bales 

(«) 

213.975 
19,330 
97,384 
30,408 
18,097 
20,311 

Bales 

(®) 

197,868 

2 a 081 

24.076 

67,203 

10,133 

32,689 

Bales 

(•) 

282,442 

53,842 

54,402 

sasie 

ia066 

28,277 

Bales 

isiW 

69,200 

40,702 

46,206 

19,144 

66,617 

399,505 

367,060 

475,845 

4ia5og 

Long ions 
898 
1,231 
446 
287 
642 
790 

Long tons 
1,520 
1,800 
739 
253 
149 
726 

Long tons 
2,176 
1,758 
767 
208 
294 
2S3 

Long tons 
2,231 
1,768 
810 
231 
1,127 
695 

i294 

45 

866 

6,187 

136 

124 

a 476 
72 
102 

a 862 

97 

54 

4,706 

6,437 

5,650 

7,013 

6 a 381 
249 

46,967 

1,061 

59,832 

472 

70,813 

2,035 

6a630 

4a 018 

60,304 

72,848 

82,003 

18,870 

2,770 

238 

297 

11,968 

92,534 

16,433 

1,849 

1,973 

234 

11,181 

95,080 

20,037 

2,186 

2,216 

1,686 

14,146 

67,098 

30,450 

3.402 

3,161 

1,583 

ia8I4 

116,161 

124,204 

135,351 

112,608 


1,562,068 |1,728,669 | 1,628,811 



Long tons\Long tons 
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Table 440 .—Principal agricultural products imported into the United States, hy 
countriesi 1926—27 to 1931—32 —Continued 


Article and country from which 
imported 


Year beginning July 


VEGETABLE PEODtJCTs—Continued 


1926-27 


1927-28 


1928-29 


1939-30 


1930-31 


1931-32 


Fruits: 

Dried— 

Currants— 

Greece... 

Other Europe. 

1,000 

pounds 

12,714 

199 

1,000 

pounds 

10,800 

56 

1,000 

pounds 

9,178 

108 

1,000 

pounds 

9,950 

13 

1,000 

pounds 

8,594 

0 

1,000 

pounds 

0,652 

0 

Total Europe. 

12,913 

10,856 

9,286 

9,963 

8,594 

6,662 

Other countries. 

98 

178 

96 

92 

16 

11 

Total. 

13,011 

11,034 

9,382 

ia055 

8.610 

6,663 

Dates— 







Iraq. 

10,161 

34,700 

45,373 

48,804 

34,418 

33,492 

United Kingdom.. 

3,413 

6,987 

3,085 

1,350 

5.544 

6,652 

Hejaz, Arabia, etc. 

32,828 

694 

476 

703 

990 

153 

Other countries. 

3,032 

1,747 

5,153 

2,393 

1,476 

3,604 

Total. 

49,434 

44,128 

54,087 

53,250 

42,428 

43,901 

Figs — 

Turkey (Asia and Europe).... 

22,270 

16,566 

22,418 

12,784 

9,908 

6,249 

Portugal. 

2,786 

5,933 

4,404 

934 

843 

397 

Greece. 

6,842 

2,465 

4,910 

6,064 

2,933 

1,181 

Italy. 

3,305 

1,943 

1,358 

641 

1,018 

780 

Other countries... 

4,301 

4,552 

2,473 

1,474 

33 

88 

Total. 

39,504 

31,459 

35,563 

21,917 

14,825 

8,095 

Fresh— 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Bananas— 

bunches 

bunches 

bunches 

bunches 

bunches 

bunches 

Central America. 

32,208 

39,676 

42,386 

42,764 

36,818 

33,698 

Jamaica... 

13,861 

13,398 

11,722 

11,613 

11,010 

7,905 

Cuba.... 

2,905 

2,730 

3,467 

4,149 

3,562 

3,163 

Mexico. 

5,928 

6,611 

4,481 

6,200 

5,520 

4,967 

Colombia. 

2,073 

1,695 

1,439 

1,171 

909 

1,970 

Other countries.... 

127 

19 

35 

112 

22 

92 

Total. 

57,102 

64,029 

63,530 

65,909 

57,841 

51,785 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Lemons— 

boxes 7 

boxes ^ 

boxes 7 

boxes 7 

boxes ^ 

bores' 

Itdy. 

654 

1,300 

382 

1,217 

342 

169 

Other Europe. 

5 

4 

8 

10 

8 

17 

Total Europe.. 

659 

1,304 

390 

1,227 

350 

176 

Other countries.-. 

0 

4 

1 

2 

0 

0) 

Total. 

659 

1,308 

391 

1,229 

350 

176 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Olives, in brine— 

gallons 

gallons 

gallons 

gallons 

gallons i 

gallons 

Spain. 

4,664 

6,739 

6,209 

7,746 

6,649; 

6,003 

Greece____ 

96 

144 

204 

308 

625 

666 

Other Europe.. 

425 

532 

496 

367 

144 

367 

Total Europe.. 

6,185 

6,415 

6,909 

8,411 

7,418 

7,086 

Other countries... 

27 

43 

46 

41 

11 

21 

Total. 

6,212 

6,458 

6,955 

8,452 

7,429 

7,057 

Grains, flours, etc.: 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Rice, cleaned (excdudlng patna)— 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Hong Kong.. 

British TudlR, , . - — 

19,741 

465 

2(1786 

1,061 

17,934 

2,380 

15,004 
243 

15, S78 
1,059 

11 , 011 
724 

Mexico_ 

8,002 

1,264 

1,022 

1,259 

2,700 

1,608 

Tt^iv _ 

3,695 

3,971 

1,032 

1,310 

1,391 

1,072 

Netnerlandp. .... - 

5,837 

2,139 

271 

1,622 

2,419 

1,233 

GerrpftTiy . 

3,768 

1,077 

396 

480 

2,867 

468 

Siam.,. . .... 

2,012 

448 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Other countries_ 

9,668 

2,928 

2,130 

929 

812 

1,041 

Totsd- 

64,088 

33,674 

25,166 

20,946 

26,626 

17,157 


*Less than 500. 

7 Boxes of 74 pounds net. 


163060®—33-44 
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Table 440. — Principal agricultural productc imported into the United States, hy 
countries, 1928-27 to 19S1-S3—Contiinied 


Article and country from which 
imported 


VEGETABLE PEODUCTS—Continued 

Grains, flours, etc.~Continued. 

Rice, patna— 

Netherlands.... 

Other countries. 

Total.. 

Rice, uncleaned— 

Mexico. 

Japan. 

British India.. 

British Guiana. 

Other countries. 

Total.. 

Rice, flour, and meal— 

Mexico. 

Japan. 

China. 

Hone; Kong. 

France. 

Other countries. 

Total.. 


Wheat— 

Canada. 

Other countries-- 

Total. 

Wheat flour— 

Canada. 

United Kingdom, 
Other countries.- 

Total. 


Nuts: 

AlmontL, shelled— 

Spain. 

Italy.. 

• France.. 

Other Europe.. 


Total Europe. 
Other countries. 


Total. 


Almonds, not shelled— 

Spain. 

France. 

Italy. 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe.... 
Other countries—. 

Total. 



19126-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1029-30 

1930-31 

1931-32 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

UOQO 

IfiOO 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

8 1,216 

1,826 

2,329 

2,010 

2,061 

1,035 

86 

0 

0 

166 

65 

52 

8 1,221 

1,826 

2,329 

2.176 

2,116 

1,087 

7,802 

3,086 

6,9W 

4,181 

0 

0 

3,213 

2,316 

1,441 

1,492 

5,011 

1,468 

224 

428 

325 

694 

419 

55 

0 

40 

66 

423 

656 

106 

489 

176 

324 

215 

76 

55 

11,728 

5,906 

8,060 

7,006 

6,162 

1,684 

2,307 

1,981 

50$ 

340 

0 

0 

469 

442 

504 

472 

426 

352 

36 

38 

68 

51 

24 

86 

96 

100 

62 

86 

60 

123 

3 

3 

5 

7 

30 

26 

61 

42 

92 

129 

63 

19 

2,972 

2,606 

1,239 

1,085 

603 

556 

uooo 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

bushels 

13,234 

15,706 

21,429 

12,948 

19,053 

12,885 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

(») 

13,235 

15,706 

21,430 

12,948 

10,064 

12,885 

JSarrels 

Barrels 

Barrels 

Barrels 

Barrels 

Barrels 

5,344 

3,474 

2,273 

889 

630 

145 

474 

49 

45 

651 

363 

43 

238 

2,206 

285 

163 

169 

84 

6,056 

5,729 

2,603 

1,703 

1,162 

272 

IfiOO 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

8,389 

9,637 

10^399 

8,902 

6,432 

4,830 

6,076 

7,703 

6,678 

8,912 

6,348 

3,287 

541 

306 

286 

136 

223 

163 

165 

197 

273 

118 

61 

5 

15,171 

17,843 

17,536 

18,068 

13,064 

8,285 

528 

414 

670 

236 

177 

51 

15,699 

18,257 

18,100 

18,304 

13,241 j 

8,336 

158 

229 

1.068 

4,630 

3 

1 

154 

131 

474 

518 

54 

0 

180 

98 

73 

375 

18 

7 

7 

5 

267 

61 

0 1 

0 

499 i 

463 

1,882 1 

5,484 j 

76 i 

8 

139 

1 

9 

19 

8 

1 

638 

464 

1,891 

5,503 

78 * 

9 


*January-June, 
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Table 440. — Principal agricultural products imported into the United States^ ly 
countriesj 1926—27 to 1931-32 —Continued 


Article and country from which 
Imported 


VEGETABLE PRODUCTS—Continued. 

Nuts—Continued. 

Filberts, shelled— 

France. 

Germany--. 

Italy. 

Spain. 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe.. 

Turkey (Asia and Europe)_ 

Other countries.. 

Total. 

Filberts, not shelled— 

Italy. 

Spam. 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe. 

Turkey (Asia and Europe). 

Other countries. 

Total. 

Peanuts, shelled— 

China. 

Phihppine Islands. 

Other countries. 

Total. 

Peanuts, not shelled— 

China. 

Japan. 

Kwantung. 

Other countries. 

Totsd. 

W^nuts, shelled— 

France. 

Other Europe. 

Total Europe.-. 

China. 

Other countries. 

Total. 

Walnuts, not shelled— 

Italy. 

France. 

Other Europe. 

Tot^ Europe. 

Chma. 

Other countries. 

Total. 

OUs, vegetable: 

Coconut oil, product of Philippine 
Islands——_______ 

Olive oil, edible— 

Italy. 

Spam.-. 

Itooe.. 

Other Europe.. 

Total Europe. 

Other countries. 

Total_ 


Year beginning July 


1926-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 1 
\ 

1931-32 

um 

pounds 

1,014 

277 

732 

421 

281 

UOOO 

pounds 

1,206 

22 

348 

329 

77 


UOOO 

pounds 

178 

49 

752 

2 .SS8 

25 

1,000 

pounds 

334 

334 

345 

37 

no 

UOOO 

pounds 

91 

0 

335 

428 

74 

2,725 

2,133 

92 

1,982 

4,618 

0 

3,776 
1,800 
81 

3,802 

609 

2 

1,163 
3,417 
11 

92S 

1,422 

0 



6,606 


4,596 

2,350 

9,296 

49 

291 

6,687 

1,936 

1,334 

11,063 

818 

243 

4,548 

954 

254 



9,636 

54 

132 

9,957 

1,265 

22 

12,114 
20 

0 

6,756 

0 

0 

4,639 

820 

200 

6,377 

0 

0 

9,822 

11,244 

12,134 

5,766 

6,659 


44,729 

0 

2,123 

49,986 

0 

4,798 

23,987 

0 

2,619 

7,140 

351 

861 

4,989 

1,075 

441 

B 

46.852 

54,784 

26,606 

8,352 

6.505 


3,812 

245 

0 

853 

12^339 

509 

100 

550 

4,680 

360 

200 

469 

2,445 

212 

no 

143 

3,483 

343 

7 

450 


4,410 

13,498 

5,709 

2,910 

4,283 

HBESI 

8,995 

3,007 

12,651 

089 

9,308 

2,033 

11,367 

722 

4,679 

2,090 

5,094 

1,245 

12,002 

8,144 

833 

13,540 

1,952 

523 

11,341 

5,052 

1,563 

12,079 

4,364 

835 

6,769 

8,216 

1,341 

6,339 

4,129 

263 

20,979 

16,015 

17,956 

17,278 

16,326 

10,731 

12,082 

3,556 

3,004 

4,558 

2,244 

144 

4,601 

2,720 

3,336 

4,620 

831 

117 

%356 

477 

99 

4,099 

1,201 

68 

18,652 

5,870 

1,184 

6,946 

2,531 

837 

10,557 

4,676 

449 

5,568 

1,419 

37 

2,932 

504 

116 

5,363 

81 

53 

25,706 

10,314 

15,581 

7,024 

3,552 

5,502 

286,776 

273,309 

.377,288 

870,600 

315,942 

297,083 

58,706 

21,682 

4,705 

1,300 

45,145 

17,797 

5,835 

954 

62,202 

16,910 

6,182 

1,527 

71,266 

20^909 

2,959 

710 

45,661 

23,675 

2,335 

542 

47,116 

27,823 

2,395 

204 

86,393 

1,529 

69,231 

809 

86,821 

1,297 

95,848 

2,603 

72,213 

1,581 

77,638 

1,151 

87,922 

70,130 

88,118 

98,446 

73,794 

78,689 
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TiBLE 440 .—Principal agricultural products imported into the United Statesj by 
eountriest 1926-27 to 1931-82—Continued 


Year beginning July 


Article and country from which 
imported 


VEGETABLE PEODUCTs—Continued 

Oils, vegetable—Continued. 

Olive oil, inedible— 

Italy.. 

Spain.. 

Greece. 

Portueal.. 

Other Europe.. 

Total Eur^. 

Aleeria and Tunisia-. 

Other countries. 

Total.. 

Soybean oil— 

Kwantung. 

China.. 

Japan. 

Other countries. 

Total. 


Oilseeds: 

Copra, not prep^ed— 

Philippine Islands. 

Bntish Malaya. 

Australia. 

British Oceania. 

French Oceania.... 

Netherlands East Indies 

New Zealand. 

Other countries. 

Total. 


Flaxseed- 

Argentina-. 

Canada. 

Other countries. 

Total. 

Seeds, except oilseeds: 

Clover seed— 

Clover, red— 

Poland and Danzig. 

France. 

Germany. 

Russia, soviet (Europe). 
Other Europe. 

Total Europe. 

Other countries. 


Total. 

All other, including alsike and 
crimson— 

France. 

Germany.. 

Poland and Danzig. 

Hungary.. 

Other Europe. 


Total Europe.. 

Canada. 

Other countries., 

Total_ 


1926-27 

1927-28 

1928-29 

1929-30 

1930-31 

1931-32 

um 

pounds 
32,124 
10,882 
2,206 
783 
576 

UOOO 

pounds 

29,244 

12,333 

2,783 

1,676 

525 

1,000 

pounds 

35,889 

9,575 

6,856 

2,122 

326 

1,000 
pounds 
33,692 
16,618 
346 
425 
1,817 

1,000 

pounds 

27,364 

13,987 

2,679 

1,038 

25 

1,000 

pounds 

28,831 

20,352 

3,030 

1,445 

741 

46,571 

206 

30 

46,560 

1,296 

107 

64,767 

4,103 

807 

53,098 

6,877 

198 

44,993 

6,763 

666 

54,309 

4,110 

358 

46,807 

47,963 

59,677 

60,173 

52,412 

58,867 

15,759 

1,803 

4,033 

1,958 

13,546 

891 

41 

84 

11,089 

1,620 

1,729 

2,834 

12,867 

0 

121 

344 

6,769 

0 

1 

145 

2,358 

723 

(2) 

4 

23,553 

14,562 

17,172 

13,332 

5,915 

3,085 

330,946 
59,746 
87 
19,131 
29,188 
10,579 
0 

4,919 

336,920 

40,381 

17,445 

19,941 

25,273 

6,867 

76 

ia255 

38A567 

84,700 

55,988 

37,685 

21,306 

27,144 

4,281 

12,266 

209,193 

42,114 

36,455 

43,778 

22,662 

29,206 

17,325 

8,723 

311,781 
57,619 
3a 077 
48,774 
21,482 
76,495 
13,838 
5,331 

229,346 

64,660 

18,096 

25,861 

12,791 

88,309 

6,475 

a203 

. 454,546 

456,158 

629,937 

493,456 

666,397 

446,741 

1,000 
bushels 
. 20,581 

3,429 
214 I 

1,000 

bushels 

16,057 

1.933 

122 

1,000 

bushels 

20,927 

2,528 

89 

1,000 

bushels 

19,236 

355 

61 

1,000 
bushels 
a 102 
1,490 
221 

1,000 

bushels 

13,342 

506 

2 

. 24,224 

18,112 

23,404 

19,652 

7,813 

13.850 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

. 10,173 

251 
0 
278 

1,000 

pounds 

2^015 

493 

697 

1,328 

855 

1,000 
pounds 
1,278 
3,664 
679 ! 
202 
1,578 

1,000 

pounds 

1,141 

845 

283 

88 

0 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

2,249 

0 

0 

0 

1,000 

pounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

- 10^702 

310 

5,388 

46 

7,401 

151 

2,357 

0 

2,249 

0 

0 

30 

. 11,012 

5,434 

7,552 

2,357 

2,249 

30 

1,661 

455 

390 

694 

481 

791 

799 

964 

485 

221 

2,750 

1,651 

967 

872 

803 

589 

2,149 

963 

1,546 

286 

1,450 

686 

330 

1,510 

129 

55 

982 

286 

1,298 

no 

8,581 
. 10,745 

7 

3,260 

13,121 

16 

6,033 

8,899 

12 

5,533 

7,615 

0 

4,105 

95 

8 

2,726 

. 14,333 

16,397 

14,944 

13,048 

4,208 

2,739 


s Less than tsoo. 
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Table 440 .—Principal agricultural products imported into the United States, by 
countries, 191S8-S7 to 19S1-SB —Continued 


Article and ooimtry from which 
imported 


Year beginning July 


192ft-27 1927-28 1928-29 


VEGETABLE PRODUCTS—Continued 


Spices: ^ 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

Pepper, unground— pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds 

Netherland East Indies. 6,636 6,446 9,206 17,250 19,351 23,431 

British India. 11,048 7,907 6,218 7,605 6,995 4,754 

United Kingdom. 3,577 6,292 3,436 3,238 1,499 1,664 

British Malaya. 2,287 2,831 1,469 870 1,409 2,770 

French Indo-China. 280 44 2 261 1,964 63S 

Other countries. 1,389 1,468 6,334 1,864 81 141 

Total. 26,217 23,978 25,663 30,988 31,299 33,188 

Sugar, raw, cane: Short tons Short tons Short tons Short tons Short tons Short tons 

Cuba.3,963,360 3,399,294 4,108,603 2,769,371 2,404,979 2,350,218 

Philippine Islands. 427,747 612,859 604,695 808,878 859,467 874,374 

Virgin Islands. 4,072 8,617 7,983 4,887 3,578 4,075 

Other countries. 35,246 23,791 31,121 68,002 19,197 33,576 


Total- 4,420,424 4,044,561 V 

1,000 ^000 

Tea: pounds pounds ; 

Japan. 28,430 25.399 

United Kingdom- 22,136 20,8S0 

Ceylon. 16,678 16,326 

China. 11,655 10,131 

British India. 8,059 9,198 

Netherland East Indies. 7,660 6,398 

Other countries. 2,884 3,267 

Total. 97,402 90,099 


3,641,088 3,287,221 


1,000 

pounds 

22,927 

23,340 

16,855 

7,329 


Tobacco, leaf, unmanufactured: 

Leaf, proauct of Philippine Islands— 


1,117 2,641 4,678 4,007 4,278 


Leaf, for cigar wrappers— 
Netherlands-- 


Netherlands- 

Other countries.. 


6,868 6,218 6,096 8,415 2,988 

115 126 117 126 51 

6,473 6,344 6,212 8,641 3,039 



All other leaf— 

Cuba. 24,233 

Greece. 28,383 

Turkey (Asia and Europe)- 16,356 

Italy. 18,708 

Germany. 973 

Other countries. 847 


21,630 22,116 21,778 18,299 

15,694 16,741 13,400 18,913 

17,289 14,269 6,162 12,974 

.. 6,663 12,124 


13,743 11,286 


Total_ 83,499 70,227 66,001 48,376 62,666 


India rubber, crude: 

British Mal^a. 602,766 

Netherland East Indies. 168,772 

Ceylon. 89,874 

United Kingdom. 66,166 

Other countries. 67,910 


Total. 962,467 926,040 1,226,929 1,137,406 1,032.198 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the 
United States, January and June issues, 1927-1932, and official recordsof the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce. 
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Table 441 ,—Vegetable oils: Exports from the United States, 1909-10 to 1931—i 






Cocoa 

Year beginning July— 

Com 

Cotton¬ 

seed 

Linseed 

butter 
or but- 
terlne 



1909- 10.i 

1910- 11. 

1911- 12. 

1912- 13. 

1913- 14. 

1914- 15. 

1915- 16. 

1916- 17. 

1917- 18. 

1918- 19. 

1919- 20. 

1920- 21_ 

1921- 22. 

1922- 23_ 

1923- 24. 

1924- 25. 

1925- 25. 

1926- 27. 

1927- 28. 

1928- 29. 

1929- 30. 

1939-31. 

1931-32 *. 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Foreign Commerce and Navigation of the United 
States, 1910-1918; Monthly Smnmary of Foreign Commerce of the United States, June issues, 1919-1932 

itnoluded with Other vegetable oils and 
a Preliminary. 

Table 442 .—Vegetable oils: Imports into the United States, 1909-10 to 1931-32 


torH^s 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from Foreign Commerce and Navigation of the United 
States 1910-1918: Monthly Summary of F(»eiga Commerce of the United States, June issues, 1919-1932. 

»Imports for consumption. (See Introduction to Agricultural Statistics.) 

*Not separately reported prior to 1914-16; 1914-16 to 1917-18 and 1927-28 are imports for consumption; 
1918-19 to 1929-27 not available; 1928-29 to 1931-32 are general Imports. ' iw coHsumpuon, 

> Indades peanut oil. 

* Includedm all other fixed or expressed. 

< Included in Tung oil. 

* Includes hempseed. 

T Less than 600 pounds, 
fi Prdlminary. 























































































































































Tablb 443. —Oil cake and oil-cahe meal: Interncdional trade, average 1925—1929, annual 1928—1931 



































































Table 443 .—Oil cake and oil^cahe meal: International tradCf average 1925-1020^ annual 1928-1931 —Continued 


692 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICU: 


RE 1933 



Burcan of Agricultural Boonomics. Official sources except as otherwise noted. The class called here “ Oil cake and oU-cake meal” includes the edible cake and meal remaining 
after mnkfng ollSom such products as cottonseed, flaxseed, peanuts, com, etc. Soybean cake is not included in this table. 
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Table 444.— Btibber: International trade, average 1925-1929, annual 1929-1981 


Calendar year 


Country 

Average, 192&-1929 

1929 

1930 

1931X 


Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PRINCIPAL EXPORTING 







1 


COUNTRIES 

im 

urn 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 



1,000 


pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

British Mal^. 

Dutch East Indies... 

931,522 
693,756 

362,113 

0 

1,300,117 
664,665 

362,011 

0 

1,247,342 
616,332 

304,331 

0 

1,162,536 
653.125 

280,972 

0 

Ceylon. 

133,621 

11,137 

180,632 

13,377 

170,946 

11,165 


6,991 

Brazil. 

46,638 

0 

39,643 

0 

26,680 


23,096 

0 

British India. 

23,532 

100 

26,269 

271 

24,163 


18,979 

369 

Indo-China. 

20,509 

>29 

22,726 

>60 

23,016 




British North Borneo. 

14,410 

0 

16,534 

0 

16; 937 

0 


0 

Mexico_ 

8,440 

666 

3,261 

1,139 

2,688 

6 



Bolivia_ 

7,474 

n 

6,818 






3,947 

0 

41422 

0 

4,877 

0 


0 

T^ftTn^^riTn 2 

3,818 

1 

4,420 

0 

3,601 



0 

French Equatorial 






Afilca... 

3,242 

>211 

>2,365 

>213 

1,678 

122 



Belgian Congo. 

2,230 

1 

1,872 

0 

i; 126 


650 

0 

French Guinea. 

2,046 

>30 

430 

>4 

>671 




S^tzerland. 

1,939 

1,165 

2,624 

1,466 

2,566 

1,813 

2,104 

1,893 

Fmiftdor _ 

1,756 

0 

409 

0 

318 



0 

Gold Coast. 

889 

0 

649 

0 

540 


221 

0 

Peru. 

526 

0 

543 

0 

284 


81 

0 

Angola... 

179 

0 

29 

0 

13 

0 


0 










Total. 

1,800,482 

375,344 

2,278,708 

378,541 

2,142,607 

317,795 

1,998,696 

290,225 

PRINCIPAL IMPORTING 









COUNTRIES 









United States. 

0 

1,002,031 

0 

1,262,939 

0 

1,089,830 

0 

1,124,003 

United Elngdom. 

0 

124,052 

0 

275,088 

0 

268.806 

0 

190,818 

France. 

16,049 

106,463 

7,478 

140,400 

5,685 

159,147 

2,751 

119,438 

Germany. 

6,051 

87,825 

7,119 

117,054 

11,469 

118,365 

11,661 

99,330 

Canada. 

0 

59,680 

0 

79,612 

0 

64,492 

0 

66,683 

Japan. 

0 

50,307 

0 

76,922 

0 

73,710 

0 

97,548 

Italy. 

351 

27,865 

81 

36,700 

149 

41,735 

24 

22.639 

Russia. 

0 

23,145 

0 

28,278 

0 

86,173 

0 

62,192 

Belgium. 

2,719 

16,271 

3,856 

25,178 

3,232 

27,470 

5,038 

29,697 

Spain. 

19 

13,058 

52 

22,077 

28 

27,699 

50 

15,834 

Netherlands-. 

6,267 

10,661 

6,525 

13,726 

4,737 

11,288 

4,445 

9,440 

Austria. 

1,283 

7,269 

2,066 

9,965 

2,322 

7,739 

^107 

8,778 

Sweden. 

144 

5,420 

107 

8,627 

102 

10,097 

66 

8,736 

n 7. AnhnRlo vnMa 

276 

5,348 

631 

10,948 

414 

10,564 



Hungary. 

213 

2,291 

227 

3,316 

184 

3 ; 216 

185 

3,170 

Denmark. 

4 

1,341 

1 

1,780 

2 

2,651 

2,136 

0 

China-. 

0 

l,016i 

0 

2,557 

0 

1,391 

0 

6,774 

Total. 

33,376 

1,644,723 

28,043 

2,114,957 

28,274 

1,949,273 

28,353 

1,854,980 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. OfQcial sources except where otherwise noted. Figures for rubher 
include “Indiarubber,” so-called, caoutchouc, caucho, jebe (Peru), hule (Mexico),boiraeha, massaranduba 
mangabeira, me^coba, sorva, and seringa (Brazil), gamelastiek (Dutch East Indies), caura, ser nambi 
(Venezuela). 

1 Preliminary, 

> International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics, 
s 2-year average. 
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Table 445.—Coffee: International trade, average 1925-1929, annual 1929-1981 



Calendar year 


Country Average, 1925-1929 1929 1930 1931 1 

I Exports Imports Exports Imports Exports Imports Exports Imports 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. The Item coftee 
comprises unhuUed and bulled, ground or otherwise prepaid, but imitation or ^'surrogate” coffee and 
chicory are exduded. 

1 Preliminary. 

^ International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

^ Includes a small amount of suir<^te. 


























































































FOREIGN TRADE IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 696 
Table 446.— Tea: International trade, average 1925-1929, annual 1928-1931 


Calendar year 


Country 

Average 

1925-1929 

1928 

1929 

1930 

193H 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ev 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

Ex¬ 

ports 

Im¬ 

ports 

PBINCIPAL EXPORT- 











INO COUNTRIES 

UOOO 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 


pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

British India. 

364,848 

8,260 

364,686 

10,164 

388,498 

8,462 

365,344 

8,660 

343,073 

7,597 

Ceylon.. 

228,445 

1 

230,719 

1 

251,490 

ai 

243,021 

1 

243,970 


Dutch East Indies.. 

124,947 

8,434 

135,058 

9,339 

139,930 

9,123 

137 ; 573 

8,472 

2127 ; 081 

36,405 

Ghma. 

116,300 

8,214 

123,150 

13,030 

125,695 

5,010 

91,358 

3,028 

921591 

4.421 

Japan. 

24,631 

1,009 

24,004 

1,028 

23,660 

1,244 

20,316 

1,152 

25,410’ 122.664 

Formosa. 

20,431 

66 

18,893 

71 

17,667 

92 

17,619 

86 

17,389! 

95 

Total. 

879,602 

25,984 

902,510 

33,633 

946,935 

23,932 

875,231 

21,399 

849,514 141,182 

PRINCIPAL IMPORT- 








■■■ 



INQ COUNTRIES 











United Kingdom.... 

0 

429,507 

0 

418,831 

0 

464,145 

0 

452,763 

0 

445,595 

United States. 

0 

93,052 

C 

89,824 

0 

89,373 

C 

84,926 

0 

86,733 

Australia 8.— 

0 

49.242 

C 

49.076 

0 

50.576 





Russia. 

0 




0 

mm 

0 

53,411 

0 

45,653 

Canada. 

C 

38,268 

C 

39,527 

0 

38,677 

0 



33,115 

Netherlands. 

29 

26,144 

26 

28,186 

40 

28,716 

93 

29,587 

119 

31.214 

Irish Free State. 

0 

23,220 


22,649 

0 

23,580 


23,779 

0 


Persia . 

742 

14, 925 

161 

15,662 



131 

14,475 



Morocco. 

0 

12,770 

0 

12,524 

0 

16,788 

0 

12,688 

0 

. 

13,835 

New Zealand. 


11,159 

C 

11,149 

c 

mEim 

C 

msm, 

C 

12,115 













21? 

11,122 

239 

11,585 

261 

12,095 

83 

12,332 


14,168 

Cflrmftny . 



( 

11,786 

C 

12,725 


13,32( 

c 

11,072 

Egypt-I. 

259 

ia8i4 

291 

14 ; 318 

248 

13 ; 093 

8 97 

812,199 

20 

151433 

British Malaya. 

1,32£ 

hES 

1,32( 

9,973 

1,217 

11,378 

1,217 

11,378 

925 

0,694 


i 

KVfT? 

5 

5,767 

? 


8 

A 851 


■SHI 

TnrtA-P.hinft 

2,164 

4,827 

2,065 

5i098 

2,231 

41312 

1,206 

7 

mm 



15 

4 ; 428 

C 

5 ; 025 

73 

4,839 

4,533 

g 

4,477 

Argentina. 

( 

3,867 

0 

4,211 

0 

4,213 


3,874 

C 

3,950 

France. 

8] 

3.45i 

67 

^352 

69 

3.49^ 

38 

3,278 

4G 

]mxm 

A Iff Aria 

1( 


39 

2,5n 

li 


. 

2,644 


2u954 


3 

1,492 

1 

i;597 

1 

\mm 

■w 

i;364 

C 

'mm 

mmWt IWIIl 


1,276 

( 

1,34( 


1,267 


1,218 

( 

1,359 

Austria. 

0 

1,231 

] 


2 

imsm 

2 

immud 

2 

1,344 

Yugoslavia. 


866 



0 

913 

2 

647 

C 


Hungary. 

5 

777 



i^K 

836 


585 

0 

63S 

Total. 

4,859 

814,562 

4,211 

831,747 

4,669 

883,774 

2,884 

■ 

1,216 

769,901 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Official sources except where otherwise noted. These figures are for 
tea leaves only; tea dust and sweepings and yerbe mate are not included. 

1 Preliminary. 

3 International Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. 

8 Java and Madura only. 

* Year ending Mar. 20 of following year. 

8 Includes yerbe mate and imitation tea. 
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Table 447. —Copra and coconut oil: International trade, average 192S—1989, 

annval 1929-1931 
COPRA 


Calendar year 


\ 

Country | 

Average, 1925-1929 

1929 j 

1930 

19311 


Exports 

Imports 

Exjioris 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

Exports 

Imports 

PElN’dPAL EXPOBT- 
IKG COrNTBISS 

uooo 

1,000 

1,000 

1 

1,000 1 

1 

/,00« 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Dutch East Indies... 

851,367 

6 

1,007,214 

382,658 

22 

828,307 

409 

794,034 

323 

Philippine Islands... 
British Malaya. 

409,191 

1,017 

1,975 
192,506 

384,263 

964 

384,128 

710 

386,704 

160,135 

444,949 

429,417 

203,011 

53,496 

20a 198 

420,750 

194,938 


239,555 

502 

228,759 

74,426 

3656 

3335 

210,258 

37,894 


PHI. 

Solomon Islands 2_ 

62,601 

0 

0 

0 

0 

48,372 

0 

47,678 

44,124 

0 

53,045 

0 

48,395 

0 

Mozambique. 

4a 469 

0 

0 

47,662 

0 

0 

Zanzibar. 

3a 278 

11,050 

37,416 

11,367 

28,668 

ia926 

2a 363 

115 


32,018 
, 3ai79 

' 17,685 

16,331 

0 

37,769 

28,990 

17,741 

0 

31,660 
27,518 
16,565 

0 


0 


0 

0 

0 


0 

Tanganyika. 

Tiimdadand Tobago. 

0 

0 

0 

16,204 

0 

1,193 

23,980 

2,298 

21,891 

1,893 

19,485 

1,555 

Gilbert and Ellice 




1 





Islands 3., 

ia482 

0 

9,233 

1 0 

12,242 

0 


0 

Total. 

2,181,262 i 182,903 | 

2,384,937 

208,824 

2,137,745 

214,725 1 

1,957,511 

197,641 

PBIXCIPAL IMPOST- j 









ING COUXTBIES 









1 

United States., 

0 

469,115 

0 

57a 918 

0 

595,339 

0 

457,047 

Germany...' 

777 

442,523 ‘ 

1,545 

539,130 

25 

332,356 

27 

319,944 

France.i 

145 1 

364,155 

628 

421,130 
309,244 

64 

437,648 

213,464 

158 

43a 806 

Netherlands. I 

i 791 

308,530 

1,618 

945 

360 

191,077 

Umted Kingdom_ 

0 

124,434 

0 

147,403 

0 

160,830 

0 

isasss 

Denmark. 

0 

122,840 

0 

154,339 

0 

154,088 

0 

isaees 

Aust.rfi.1in.S _ _ .| 

0 

71,419 

0 

6a 554 

0 

4a 239 

0 

Italy. 

9 

61,352 

8 

78,012 

11 

71,183 

17 

74,508 

Norway. 

0 

43,568 

0 

52,430 

0 

69,888 

0 

5a 520 

Austria. 

6 

28,765 

24,518 

0 

27,905 

12,026 

0 

27,598 

8,758 

0 

14^822 

Sweden. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

11,931 

Belgium. 

113 

18,169 

50 

23,924 

37 

laoio 

203 

11,393 

Latvia. 

0 

3,496 

0 

4,993 

0 

a 187 

0 

3,239 

British India. 

1.284 

2,926 

271 

340 

204 

1,198 

114 

2,453 

Total.; 

3,125 

2,0Sa810 

4,120 

1^40^343 

i 

1 

2,12a 786 

879 

1,914,726 


COCONUT OIL 


PEINCIPAL EXPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIES 

Philippine l^ands... 

Netherlands. 

Ceylon.. 

Dutch East Indies... 

Germany. 

France. 

British Malaya. 

Australia*. 

308.196 
121,614 
78,807 
42,689 
33,181 
2a 644 
2a 223 
393 

0 

9,639 

13 

10,562 

11,254 

ia076 

58 

250 

42a 019 
134,128 
98,395 
68,240 
64,056 
30.374 
19,441 
432 

0 

9,674 
*15 
9,935 
23,176 
a 875 

9 

168 

324,880 
9a 333 
&a543 
31,903 
25,874 
22,928 
21,217 
230 

0 

a 052 

5 

11,406 
ia942 
la 132 
67 

2 

363,693 
87,678 
107,831 
9,626 
19,796 
17,632 
22,756 

0 

4,584 

11,309 

14,899 

12,374 

560 

Total. 

634,752 

41,853 

835,085 

52,852 

611,908 

43,696 

628,911 

43,726 

PBINCIPAI. IMPORT¬ 
ING COUNTRIES 

United States. 

United Kingdom_ 

Belgium *. 

Sweden.' 

Denmark. 1 

Briti.qh India _ 

Rumania__ _ 

21,691 
7,473 
a 924 
3,365 
24,414 
1,037 

102 

*2 

0 

0 

294,849 

10a560 

34,156 

32,563 

27,069 

ia054 

11,470 

8,724 

*1,653 

896 

730 

29,532 

ia779 

7,686 

1,118 

42,820 

812 

0 

31 

411,936 
144,072 
4a 439 
45,607 
21,884 
ia858 
12,675 
11,392 

2a 107 
a 757 
1,907 
1,590 
44,872 
433 

101 

0 

0 

0 

317,919 
94^512 
18,470 
4a 492 
ia698 
a 217 
a 786 
a 496 
1,442 
797 
936 

18,088 

6,733 

5,311 

901 

43,379 

371 

514 1 

32a 175 
9a 385 
ia352 
41,295 
ia394 
21,178 
3,925 
3,982 

New Zealand.- 
Canada.1 

0 

0 

1,186 
1,891 j 

0 i 
0 

1,042 

1.737 

Total.1 

1 

eaooo 

529,633 

92,678 

707,800 

79,767 

5ia765 

7a297 

52a 465 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. OfScial sources except where otherwise noted. 

1 Preliminary. i Year ending June 30. 

ilntentatiozial Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. * Includes some other oils. 


* 3-year average. 



























































FARM BUSINESS AND RELATED STATISTICS 

Table 448.—Oop summary; Acreage, production, and yield per acre, 1930-1938 


Crop 


Corn. 

Wheat: 

Winter. 

Durum, 4 States. 
Other spring, 
United States 

AU. 

Oats. 

Barley. 

Eye. 

Buckwheat. 

Fla3kSeed. 

Eice, 4 States-.— 
Grain sorghums.. 

Ootton. 

Cottonseed. 

Hay, all tame..-- 

Hay, wild. 

AllW. 

Sorgo (for forage 

and hay) ^- 

Timothy seed—.. 
Clover seed (red 

and alsike).. 

Sweetclover seed.. | 
Lespedeza seed— 

Alfalfa seed.. 

Beans, dry, edible 

Soybeans ^ *_ 

Peanuts«8. 

Cow peas *88--— 

Velvetbeans®- 

Potatoes. 

Sweetpotatoes,.— 

Tobacco. 

Sugar beets. 

Sugarcane, Louisi¬ 
ana. 

Cane sirup. 

Sorgo simp. 

Maple sugar. 

Maple sirup. 

Broomcom. 

Hops. 

Apples, total.. 

Apples,commercial 

Poaches.. 

Pears. 

Grapes, totals 
Oherries(12 States) 
Plums and prunes, I 
fresh (4 States).. 
Prunes, dried (4 

States). 

Oranges (7 States). 
Grapefruit (4 

States). 

Lemons (Califor¬ 
nia).. 

Cranberries.. 

Pecans.. 


1,000 

acres 

|100,793 

39,463 

4,745 

16,932 
61,140 
39, 697 
12, 666 
3,543 
573 
3,736 
961 
6,586 
45,091 


Acreage harvested 


52,623 
13,703 
66,416 

1,818 

42b 

1,055 
219 
42 
441 ^ 
2,110 
1,205 
1,862 
678 
1,201 
3,038 
649 
2,112 
775 

187 
104 
165 
|713,002 
|U3,002 
391 
20 


1931 1932 


1,000 
acres 
105,301 

41,357 
2,960 

11,027 

55,344 

39,800 

11,419 

3,060 

505 

2,410 

978 

7,166 

40,693 


1,000 

acres 

107,729 

33,656 

3,863 

17,668 
65,177 
41,224 
13,213 
3,271 
464 
2,087 
869 
7,860 
37,689 


53,879 
12,259 
66,138' 


509 

850 

248 

73 

301 

1 , 
1,2S5| 
2,145 
1,020 
1,044 
8,375 
786 
2,016 
713 

184 
108 
, 259 

712,079 
12,079 
295 
21 


28 


52,819 

14,298 

67,117 

2,633 

442 

1,087 
180 
74 
276 
1,348 
1,155 
2,421 
1,218 
1,401 
3,368 
926 
1,433 
768 

217 

114 

260 

1712,033 

12,033 

285 


Unit 


Bushels. 

..do— 
—do_ 

—do— 

—do_ 

—do._ 

-do-.. 

-.do_ 

-.do_ 

-.do_ 

..do— 

..do_ 

Bales_ 

Tons_ 

...do_ 

...do— 
.—do_ 

...do_ 

Bushels 

—do_ 

—do— 

—do_ 

—do_ 

Bags 8— 

’R nahft lg 

Pounds 


Tons_ 

Bushels 

—do_ 

Pounds 

Tons.. 

...do_! 

Gallons. 

...do._ 

Pounds 

Gallons 

Tons_ 

Poimds 

Bushels 

Barrels. 

Bushels 

...do_ 

Tons— 
...do_ 


...do_ I 


...do_ 

Boxes... 


-do.. 


...do. 

Barrels.. 

Pounds. 


Production 

Yidd per acre 

1930 

1931 

1932 


1931 

1932 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 




sands 

sands 

sands 




2,059,641 

2,567,306 

2,908,045 

2a4 

24.4 

27.0 

699,593 

787,393 

462,151 

16.2 

19.0 

13.7 

57,719 

20,712 

39,868 

12.2 

7.0 

10.3 

200,115 

92.114 

224,812 

11.8 

8.4 

12.7 

867,427 

900,219 

726,831 

14.0 

16.3 

13.2 

1,276,036 

1,117,970 

242,437 

32.2 

28.1 

30.1 

303,752 

198,389 

299,950 

24.0 

17.4 

22.7 

45,481 

32,026 

39,855 

12.8 

ia5 

12.2 

6,960 

8,890 

6,844 

12.1 

17.6 

14.8 

21,287 

11,798 

11,841 

6.7 

4.9 

6.7 

44,923 

46,012 

39,356 

46.7 

47.0 

46.3 

64,416 

106,214 

106,871 

9.8 

14.7 

13.6 

13,932 

17,096 

12,727 

1147.9 

1201.2 

1162.1 

6,190 

63,666 

7,602 

5,659 
69,609 
12,179 




65,058 

1.21 

1.21 

1.32 

10,744 

8,378 

.78 

.68 

.85 

74,310 

73,436 

81,788 

1.12 

1.11 

1.22 

2,698 

3,635 

3,948 

1.48 

1.56 

1.50 

1,740 

2,046 

1,781 

4.06 

4.02 

4.03 

1,491 

1,138 

1,688 

1.41 

1.34 

1 55 

848 

838 

673 

3.88 

3.38 

3.17 

128 

311 

291 

8.07 

4.26 

3.99 

1,166 

839 

538 

2.64 

2.32 

1.06 

13,900 

12,662 

10,095 

1659 

1672 

1749 

15,863 

19,241 
1,538,790 

16,953 
1,403,050 

13.2 

15.0 

14.7 

1,176,760 

632 

717 

5S0 

5,946 

10,484 

11,007 

8.8 

las 

9.0 

470 

882 

586 

1783 

1732 

1836 

333,936 

63,117 

375,310 

356,589 

109.9 

111.2 

105.9 

63,043 

78,484 

81.8 

8a3 

84.8 

1,647,377 

1,604,226 

1,033,330 

780 

796 

721 

9,199 

7,903 

8,991 

11.9 

11.1 

11.7 

3,101 

2,717 

3,401 

16l6 

14.8 

16.7 

16,834 

14,359 

18,179 

161.9 

139.4 

159.5 

8,916 

17,818 

15,209 

54.0 

68.8 

eas 

2,338 

1.616 

1,601 

8 2.40 

8 1.58 

8 1.72 

3,607 

2,186 

2^394 

8 2.40 

• 1.5s 

8 1.72 

50 

44 

34 

1255 

1300 

1236 

23,447 
153,324 
33,529 
9 54,199 
9 26,633 
9 2; 441 
114 

148 

9303 

54,694 

26,410 
202,415 
34,593 
»7C,686 
9 23,346 
9 1,622 
9 111 

24,120 
B 139,156 
28,273 
»46,2C7 
« 21.981 
•2,162 

1,202 

1,234 

1,096 













8126 




9 117 

»153 




239 

• 204 

1 



49,734 

48,78b 





1 


18,825 

15,147 

13,221 


I 


7,960 

660 

7,800 

651 

7,000 

525 

20.2 

23.5 

19.0 

51,640 

77,800 

53.160 





Footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 448 .—Crop Bwaynary: AcreaaOy production^ and yield per acre, 1930-1932 — 

Continued 


Crop 

j Acreage harvested 

Unit 

Production 

Yield per acre 

1830 

1031 

1932 

1930 

1931 

1932 

1930 

1931 

1932 

CommercLil track 


7,000 



Thour 

Thou- 

Thou- 




crops: 

acres 

acres 

acres 


sands 

sands 

sands 




Asuaracus - 

96 8 



Crates.. 

10,387 

9,189 


107 


82 


40.9 

37.4 

25.6 

Tons.— 

21.2 

23.3 

17.6 

.52 

.62 

.69 

K:! j:i 

189.3 

168.4 


—do_ 


8 187.3 

6 176.3 

1.13 

1.11 

1.17 

Beets 1*. 

21.3 

16.7 

13.8 

...do_ 

112.4 

898.5 

73.9 

5.28 

6.26 

5.37 

Cabhaceii. 

151.9 

149.9 

137.7 

_do_ 

1,018.3 

9 1,018.8 

8964.4 


6.80 

7.01 


129.0 

138.3 

mEm 

Crates-. 

15,939 

817,998 


124 

■BH 

127 

Carrots “ . 

30.S 


29.4 

Bushels. 

811,387 

912,916 



395 

370 

Cauliflower. 

27.6 

27.7 

29.8 

Crates.. 

5,849 

6,961 

8 7,364 

212 

251 

247 

Celery. 

83.9 

34.4 

36.5 

—do_ 


9,578 

810,184 

202 

278 

279 

Corn, sweet 

376.6 

356.7 

160.9 

Tons— 

659.6 

781.6 

373.6 

1.76 

2.19 

2.32 

(canning). 












66.6 

52.1 

44.7 

Bushels. 

86,194 

8 4,869 

8 3,282 


94 

73 

Eggplant. 


3.8 

3.6 

—do_ 

798 

775 


222 

207 

222 

Lettuce. 

172.6 

175.1 

162.3 

Crates.- 

19,691 

19,466 

617,715 

113 

111 

109 

Onions. 

83.1 

77.6 

91.7 

Bushels. 


819,128 

8 28,341 

313 

246 

309 


346.9 

305.6 

297.7 

Tons— 


241.3 

226.0 


.79 

.76 

Peppers. 

17.2 

18.4 

17.2 

Bushels. 


4,578 

8,828 

214 

248 

223 

Potatoes, early.. 

325.1 

346.8 

276.5 

...do_ 

43,859 


33,495 

135 

133 

121 

Spinach . 

55.7 

57.0 

53.7 

Tons—- 

151.5 

8 171.2 

8 133.4 

2.72 


2.49 

Strawberries 

175.7 

152.4 

192.4 

Crates.. 

9,534 

11,322 

13,574 

54.3 

74.3 

70.5 

Tomatoes ». 

564.3 

455.8 

438.5 

Tons.— 

82,23a8 

8 1,446.2 

8 1,656.1 

3.95 

3.17 

3.78 


235.5 

238.8 

232.8 

Number 

8 82,401 

8 75,609 

mmm 


316 

260 

KWijfJJii-l.fiuiSSi 

42.9 

39.6 

39.4 



















Total truck 











crops— 











For market 1* 

1,589.9 


1,665.2 








For manu- 

i;261.4 

1,034.5 

738.3 








facture.1* 









TotaL all crops. 

357,530 

349,943 

352,826 








with dupli^ 









tions ellmi- 











nated. 












Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Beporting Board. 


»Pounds. 

3 Not included in tome hay. 

3 Bags of 100 pounds. 

»Total except hay. 

5 Including crop grazed or hedged oS in the Southern States. 
a Including acres planted in com in the South reduced to equivalent solid acres. 
y Trees tapped. 

8 Total eqmvolent sugar per tree. 

8 Includes some quantities not harvested, 
in Production is the total for fresh fruit, juice, and raisins. 

Includes production used for canning or manufacture, 
la Does not include estimates of cucumbers grown for pickles. 

13 Includes following crops in certain States: Artichokes, sweet com, and kale for market, and pimientos 
for manufacture. 

» Except potatoes. 
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Table 449 .—Indexes of the volume of net agricultural productions^ 1919-1932 

[191»-1927=100] 


Year 

Grains 

Fruits 
and vege¬ 
tables 

Truck 

crops 

Meat 

nnimiilfi 

Dairy 

products 

Poultry 

products 

Cotton 
and cot¬ 
tonseed 

Total 


Index No. 

Index No. 

Indix No 

Index No. 

Index No. 

Index No. 

Index No 

Index No. 

1919. 

101 

82 

71 

96 

81 

85 

91 

91 

1920. 

116 

102 

86 

92 

80 

84 

105 

97 

1921. 


76 

74 

91 

91 

93 

04 

87 

1922. 




97 

95 

98 



1923. 

97 

108 

99 


103 



101 

1924. 


106 

111 

108 

109 


108 

106 

1925. 


98 

115 

102 

110 

104 

12S 


1926. 

93 

116 

114 

103 

114 

111 

143 

111 

1927. 

97 

104 

129 

103 

116 

116 


106 

1928. 


122 

124 

105 

119 

112 

114 

111 

1929. 

87 

102 

141 

103 

122 

116 

118 

109 


77 

113 

141 

101 

123 

119 

no 

107 

1931. 

80 

119 

132 


126 

119 

134 

112 

1932 8 . 

76 

106 

137 

104 

125 

116 

102 

1U4 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 These indexes are based on estimates of production for sale and for consumption in the farm home. 
Production fed to livestock or used for seed is not included. For example, instead of total production, only 
the amounts of com and oats shipped out of coimty where grown and only a small percentage of the hay 
crops are included. The index of dairy products represents total milk production for all purposes. Produc¬ 
tion of meat animals is represented by total slaughter, Including slaughter for farm use. Calendar-year 
production of livestock and hvestock products are here compared with crop production of the same year. 
Each group index as well as the total is obtained by multiplymg the yearly quantities by a 1919-1927 average 
fenn price received by producers for each of the commodities, and the sum of these yearly values at average 
pnees, divided by the corresponding average sum for the period 1919-1927, taken as 100. The foUowmg 
commodities included in the index contribute about 90 per cent of the ctoss income from agricultural pro¬ 
duction: Grains—wheat, com, oats, barley, rye, buckwheat, kafir, rice; frmts and vegetables—grapes, 
apples, apricots, peaches, pears, cranberries, figs, grapefruit, lemons, olives, oranges, potatoes, sweetputa- 
toes, dry edible beans; track crops—asparagus, snap beans, cabbage, cantaloupes, cauliflower, edery, 
cucumbers, lettuce, onions, peas, spinach, strawberries, tomatoes, watermelons; meat animals—cattle, 
calves, sheep, lambs, hogs; dairy products—milk total production; poultry products—chickens and eggs; 
cotton and cottonseed; total includes also tobacco, wool, and hay. 

s Preliminary. 


Table 460 .—Total harvested acreage of principal field crops, by States, 19S0-19S2 


State and 
division 

1930 

1031 

1932 

state and 
division 

1930 

1931 

1932 

Me. 

N. H. 

Vt. 

Mass. 

R. I. 

Conn. 

N. Y. 

N. J. 

Pa. 

N. A. 

Ohio. 

md. 

HI.- 

I 


■ 

S. 0. 

Ga. 

Fla_ 

S A. 

Ky. 

Tenn_ 

Ala. 

Miss. 

Ark_ 

Acres 
4,583,700 
8,606,000 
1,171,000 

Acree 

4,549,200 

8.781.900 

1.195.900 

ill 

27,623,100 


27,535,400 

4.953.200 
5,951,800 

7.393.200 

6,686,500 

0,816,900 
4,241,600 
14,9ia 400 
31,607,100 

5,397,700 
6,178,000 
7.518,100 
6,919,500 
6,867,400 
4,267,800 
15,692,400 
32,642,900 

5,011,300 

6,100,800 

7,614,600 

6,834,300 

6,745,000 

4,092,100 

15,037,900 

30,878,400 

17,022,400 

16,918,500 

16,834,900 1 

9,695,500 
10,271,000 

18,621,600 

7,332,000 

9,547,800 

18.391.800 

22.422.800 

13.182.400 

21.286.800 

18.219.400 
21,907,600 
24,626,200 

■ 


La. 

Okla. 

Tex—. 

Mich. 

Wis 

S. 0. 

Mont. 

Idaho_ 

Wyo. 

Colo. 

N. Mex.— 

Ariz-. 

Utah- 

Nev. 

Wash_ 

82,660,700 



Minn. 

Iowa. 

Mo. 

N. Dak.._, 

S. Dak. 

Nebr. 

RaTI!! 

N. C. 

Del. 

Md. 

Va. 

W Vft 

7,768,400 
3,012,400 
2,036,000 
7,103,300 
1,377,600 
515,100 
1,169,700 
39^800 
3,468,000 
2,618,200 
5,087,800 

H 

7,776,500 

3,016,500 

1,938,700 

5,723,000 

1.548.600 
437.000 

1,185,800 

376,800 

3.520,200 

2.728.600 
5.163.300 

195,404,900 

189,006,100 


380,800 

1,659,200 

3,676,900 

1,372,600 

6,171,000 



Oreg. 

Calif-. 

West. 

U. S. 

34,539,300 

30.187.900 


N. O. 





Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimates of the Crop Reporting Board. ^ Differs from totals in Table 
44S in that cranberries, hops, artichokes, beets, carrots, eggplant, kale, Lima beans, peppers, pimientos, 
sweet com (for market), and strawberries are excluded and for annual legumes only acreage grown alone 
isinduded. 
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Table 451. —Gross income from farm production^ by States^ 1929-1931 



5.433,343 3, S13,519|2,766,406[6,603,66716,682,620j4,178,795|ll,937,010|9,396,03916 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Totals include sugar beets for “other” States: 1929—4,472: 1930— 
6,060; 1931—6,159. 
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Table 452. —dross income from farm production. Untied States, by commodities, 

1929-1931 



Corn. 

Wheat. 

Oats. 

Barley. 

Rye. 

Budcwheat. 

Flasseed. 

Rice. 

Grain sorghums. 

jEmmer and spelt_ 

Popcorn. 

Cotton lint. 

Cottonseed. 

Tobacco. 

Hay. 

Sorgo forage. 

Hemp. 

Clover seed (red and 

alsike). 

Sweetclover seed. 


1,000 

dollars 

370,849 

697,740 

106,447 

41,725 

17,742 

5,925 

38,316 

38,311 

7,635 

196 

1,837 

1,245,084 

143,696 

286,104 

126,109 

2,751 

97 


Alfalfa seed. 

Timothy seed. 

Dry edible beans. 

Soybeans. 

Cowpeas. 

Peanuts. 

Broomcom. 

Potatoes. 

Sweetpotatocs. 

Truck crops. 

Hops. 

Apples. 

Peaches. 

Pears. 

Cherries. 

Plums and apricots.. 

Grapes. 

Other fruits and nuts. 

Strawberries. 

Small fruits. 


1 1,000 1,000 1,000 

dollars dollars dollars 

Cranberries. 7,188 5,688 3,902 

Pecans. 7,427 7,771 6,030 

Sugar beets, for sugar. 51,806 65,697 40,791 

Sugarcane and sirup.. 20,790 16,376 12,660 

Sorgo sirup. 7,130 4,774 5.104 

Maple sugar and 

sirup. 6,419 S,5S7 4,513 

Forest products. 173,420 146,832 105,092 

Farm gardens. 226,033 213,668 2^346 

Nursery products.... 61,212 56,202 46,475 

Greenhouse products. 83,8(17 79,784 67,145 

Total. 6 ,433,343 3,813,519 * 2,76C, 406 

1IVEST0(3K AND LIVE¬ 
STOCK PBODTJCTS 

Cattle and calves. 1,111,048 954,857 682,920 

Hogs. 1.630,7241.345,608 896,979 

Sheep and lambs. 166,061 135,950 108,374 

Horses. 9,403 8,391 6,782 

Mules. 10,379 7,499 5,984 

Chickens. 479,898 39^ 880 327,754 

Eggs (chicken). 755,583 626,932 472,402 

Mk. 2,322,5532.024.9201,616,524 

Wool. 98,920 68,639 60,046 

Mohair. 7,833 5,703 3,067 

Honey. 12,266 9,341 7,963 

Total. 6,503,667 5,582,520 4,178,795 

Grand total.... ll,937,010M96,039 6,^945,201 

United States: After 
deducting for inter¬ 
state sales of 

£id ^S^ng for 
“other poultry” not 

estimated by States. 11,950,000 9,406,000 6,955, OOO 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Estimated quantities produced, sold, and consumed in farm house¬ 
holds weighted annual prices. Cash income plus value of commodities consumed in fsrm hoi^olds 

equals gross incomes. For feed and seed crops, horses, and mules, value includes sales by farmers in some 
States eventually bought by farmers in other States. These interfarm sales tend to overestimate the 
tot^ income from farm production for Ihe country as a whole. 

163060®—33-45 
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Table 453 .—Gross income froyn farm 'production hy groups of commodities^ 
expendituresy income available for operators\ capitalj labory and management 
and current value of capital employed in agriculturcy United StateSy 1924-1981 


Item 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931 


‘Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Crops: 

dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

dollais 

dollars 

dollars 

Grains__ 

1,755 

1,496 

1,432 

1,592 

1,513 

1,2S8 

774 

465 

Frmts and nuts. 

671 

683 

694 



715 

667 

476 

Vegetables. 

953 

1,193 

1,093 



1,123 

952 

736 

Sugar crops. 

104 

95 



92 

85 

94 

69 

Cotton and cottonseed. 

1,710 

1,740 

1,251 

1,464 

1,470 

1,389 

761 

529 

Tobacco. 

259 

251 

237 

267 

278 

286 

211 

156 

Other crops. 

719 

689 

659 

649 

650 

542 

469 

» 333 

Total crops. 

6,170 

6,147 

5,468 


6,676 

5,428 

3,808 

2,764 

Livestock and livestock products: 





2,727 




Cattle, hogs, and shMp. 

2,380 

2,822 

2,922 

2,664 

2,436 

1,688 

Poultry and eggs. 

989 

1,114 

1,167 

warn 

1,202 

1,254 

1,037 

812 

Dairy products. 

1,678 

1,769 

1,805 


1,694 

2,323 

mmim 

1,617 

Wool. 

87 

97 

88 


111 

99 

69 

50 

Other. 

33 

28 

30 

HU 

32 

39 

31 

24 

Total livestock. 

5,167 

5,820 


6,799 

6,066 

6,522 

5,508 

4,191 

Total crops and livestock. 

11,337 

1 - 

11,968 

11,480 

11,616 

11,741 

11,950 

0,406 

6,955 

Operators* expenditures: 









Operatmg costs 7. 

! 2,647 

2,902 

2,716 

2,863 

3,056 

B, 112 

2,777 

2,176 

W ages to hired labor >. 

1,206 

msmM 

1,241 

1,234 

mskm 

1,231 

mMSM 

838 

Taxes s_ 

458 

459 

465 

475 

482 


489 

456 

Interest *. 

713 

705 

696 


684 

678 

665 


Bent *. 

927 


996 


1,068 

1, no 

Oil 

602 

Total deductions. 

5,851 

6,290 



6,518 

6,621 

6,853 

4,811 










Total. 

5,486 

5,678 

5,860 

5,330 

5,223 

5,329 

3,553 

2,144 

Per tom. In dollars«. 

861 

893 

846 

843 

828 

847 

666 

342 

Capital: 









Total?. 

57,773 

67,903 


67.337 

58,263 

58,249 

52,900 

44,339 

Total operators’ capital used in 







27,476 

27,676 

26,932 

27,488 

28,297 

28,339 

24,342 

18,586 





mmM 

1,231 

826 

829 

732 

810 

-543 

-1,074 

Income available for operators’ capi- 










Percent 

Perc&nt 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Per cent 

Percent 

Per cent 

operator’s capital.. 

8.9 

4.4 

8.1 

3.0 

2.6 

2.9 

-2.2 

-5.8 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

IA deduction of 7.5 per cent of total fertilizer costs, 9.5 per cent of feed, 10 per cent of binder twine, 15 per 
cent of gimung costs, and 20 per cent of repairs on buildings and insurance Is estimated as paid by non- 
farmer landlords. 

»Estimates of cash wages and board, and 10 per cent allowance for perquisites and hired domestic labor 
contributing to production. 

»70 per cent of estimated tot^ taxes on all ton real estate paid by operators, less 10 per cent to allow for 
taxes on ton dwellings. 

* Paid on all bank loans and on 90 per cent of total ton mortgage debt held by nonfarmers, 10 per cent of 
the total mortgage debt being assigned to tom dwellings. 

a Paid on 72 per cent of all rented farms to nonoperators. 

»Estimated number of tons interoolated between 0,372,000 on Jon. 1,1926, and 6,289,000 on Apr. 1,1930. 

7 As of Bee. 31, includes land, buildings, machinery, livestock, and 1 per cent cash working capita. 

8 All capital used in production excluding value of farm indebtedness to nonfarmers and value of farms 
rented fnm nonfanners. This total includes value of autos used for pleasure which probably odtets value 
of dwellings used for production. 

s Income available for all capital, labor, and management, less wage allowance for labor of operators end 
families. Operators are here allowed an annual hir^hand w£«e without board, and fairly labor is taken 
as 22 per cent additional to the operators’ labor. The value of toe op^tor’s labor is here understated in so 
to as hired hands receive perquisites in addition to cash and board, and it may be overstated ^ so to as 
the operator’s time is not entirely spent on tom work. 
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Table 454.' Current value of agricultural capitalf gross income from fartn pro^ 
dudion, and selected expenditures^ United States, 1909-193^ 


Calendar year 

Current 
value 
of agri¬ 
cultural 
capital 1 

Gross 

income- 

1909. 

Million 

dollars 

41,354 

42,985 

Million 

dollars 

6,238 

1910. 

6,643 

1911. 

44,086 

6,372 

1912. 

46,081 

6,784 

1913. 

47.778 

6,975 

1914. 

47,965 

7,028 

1916. 

50,533 

7,393 

1916. 

55,041 

8,914 

12,832 

1917. 

61,676 

1918. 

67,066 

15,101 

1919. 

66,630 

16,933 

1920. 

78,436 

13,566 

1921. 

71,146 

8,927 

1922 . 

62,022 

9,944 

1923. 

60,356 

11,040 

1924 . 

58.244 

11,337 

1926. 

67,189 

67,256 

11,968 

1926. 

11,480 

1927. 

56,145 

11,616 

1928. 

56,561 

11,741 

1929. 

57,600 

11,918 

1930. 

57,672 

9,414 

193111. 

52,276 

6,911 

1932. 

43,316 

5,143 


Biireau of Agricultural Economics. 


Selected expenditures 



1 As of end of year. Includes land, buildings, znacbinery, livestock, and working capital (estimated 
at 1 per cent of other items). Interpolation between census estimates: Land and buildings based on 
index of land values per acre and straight line interpolation of total acreage in farms; livestodi:, annual 
estimates of U. S. Department of Agriculture; machinery, interpolated on basis of estimated values of land 
and buildi:^, 1909-1919, straight line intenwlations, 1920-1924 and 192&-1930. 

A1924-1930, Table 457; 1909-1923 based on items which represent 05 per cent of grc^ income In 1924-1930. 

3 Interpolations between census estimates, based on U. S. Department of Agriculture index of farm 

^^^terpolation between census years based on an Index of prices paid by farmers for feed and an index 
of production of feed crops. The product of the two indexes was adjusted to equal the census values of 
fi^ purchased. 

6 Interpolated between census estimates, based on index of value derived from total fertilizer consumption 
and 17. S. Department of Agriculture Index of fertilizer prices paid by farmers. 

31909-1919: 1909,1914, and 1919 census values of farm implements produced adjusted to represent total 
farm equipment sold in the United States at farm values. Interpolations for other years to 1920 based on 
gross income from farm production. 1920-1980 estimates based largely on factory value of farm imple¬ 
ments sold In the United States raised to represent form values. 

Undudes estimated cost of operating automobiles, trucks, and tractors; 90 per cent of annual farm 
purchases of autos and trucks, and harness and saddlery. 

3 Annual cotton production, multiplied by ginning costs per bale. 

® 1921-1930, estimates based on annual survey of tax rates per acre. 1914-1923, based on index of taxes as 
published, and estimate for 1924. 1909-1913, based on average of indexes of taxes for three States, New Y ork, 
Ohio, and Kansas. 

13 Interpolations between total farm mortgages for 1910, 1920, 1925,1928,1980, using smoothed estimates 




u Preliminary. 


















































Table 466 .—Farm returns, 1923-1931 

of reiKjTls of owner operators for their own farms for calendar year] 
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ureau of Afsrleultural Economies. The reports are those tabulated In Table 465 (preceding). For distribution by geographical divisions, see Table 476, Yearbook 1927; Table 
Yearbook 1928; Table 611, Yearbook 1930; Table 624, Yearbook 1931; and Table 480, Yearbook 1932. 
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Table 459.— Cotton: Cost of %)roduction, selected States^ and regions, 1931 
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Table 461.— Oats: Cost of production by yield groups and geographical divisions^ 1901 
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See footnotes at end of table. 
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joqci 

p-rdtiti jatuo 

Dolls. 


1 1 1 1 

1 1 I 1 

1 1 1 1 

1 i I 

1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 

joq 1 § . • 5 i . i 

-ri s^jenLiuj 1 ^ ' I 1 • 

1 

1 1 1 

I I 

1 1 1 

sSmnira * « ; ; ; 1 

s^jo^Biado ( (§ , , . 1 . • • . 



1 1 1 1 

uijuj aqj raojj 
SuiAH 

•2 ■ ‘ i I i 

ff; ' 1 ! 

» 1 jC 

e i 1- 

1 

■ I .S 

nil 1^1 

1 1 1 

II 1 I 

in 1 * 

aO 1 1 1 

1 

-deooi niDijaa 

X: ’ 5 III '1 

^ 1 t I • 1 I 1 I 

C lit 

ft. ■ ‘ ' 1 1 1 1 II 


1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 

fill 

oinooni joqBT[ 

§ E« oS S ss aziii 
;Sec'lc«S'rJl • J J • • • ^ 

Q 1 ! 

amooui-SiinredC 

:£ i 1 . i ; i i i 1 i 

c ' ' I ; 1 1 1 ! 1 

^. . I 1 II 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1 1 1 

i 1 1 

I 1 1 

III III 

1 1 ill 


dmOOTlT tZLTO^ 

^iiiST 1 i i § S 

ic i-Tth 11* of 

i §g^sl RiSiggs 

rn^m 

ill i §i mm jgi 

j^occo-iifeccr .-7 cf eo »h c^cf >-7 i-T *4 cf i-7 

iiii 

S)dl309H 

Dolls. 
13. .^ilR 
4.809 
3, .377 
2.084 
2,263 

1,189 

2,211 

4,258 

1,737 

4,740 

2,457 

2,679 
8,115 
1,378 
4,858 

3,514 

8,339 

7,016 

ii§§ 

t^coci'etf 

a 

1 

c 

-sa lean 


mojj 

1 i i i ig iii§§ SSRsSsg 

Sise of forms 

SdOJQ 

gi : isa s a s So §s sss 

:s ISB 

Irl I.H.H 

SSSS I 

iH ^ 1 

\ 

1 

I«10i 

Acres 

335 

237 

256 

258 

224 

200 

147 

237 

173 

223 

207 

177 

186 

193 

153 

183 

100 

232 

208 

224 

179 

170 

128 

pa 

-pniouisouaj 

^SS|5| g S § S8 “’B SSBS® SS IS3“a 

ApTi!(s Aq 
pajaAoo jsQja 

1928 

1930 

1031 

1030 

1930 

1030 

1030 

1030 

1030 

1927 

1V3U 

1927 

1926 
1930 
1924 

1927 

1024 

1020 

1927 

1028 

1928 

1926 

1024 

Principal sources of receipts 

Hogs, cattle, corn. 

Hogs, cattle, wheat. 

Cattle, ho^. 

Hops, cattle, dairy. 

Hogs, dairy, cattle. 

Cattle, hogs, dairy. 

Cotton, other crops, hogs. 

Hogs, cattle, crops. 

Hairy, hogs, crops, cattle. 

Hogs, cattle, poultry . 

nogs, cauie, oairy. 

Dairy, poultry, hogs. 

Hogs, cattle, dairy. 

Mi U\ 

iii tii 
ril Mi 

^Is 

111 in 

ill III 

)QQ 

Cattle, hogs... 

Hogs, daily, cattle.. . 

Dafiy, hogs, poultry. 

£ 93 . 

■ 'sisa SS a s ss 1' 

1 

§ I k 

all Iqq I 

1 I r i 

S i i 1 

State, county, locality 

Missouri: 

Atchison —Rockport- > 
Do. 

Atchison -Tarkio- 

BatCH, rollla , . . 

Boone, Knox, Marion, 
Montgomery, Pike. 
KbUb, Randolph, port 
of St. Charl&s. 

Butler, Carter, Madi¬ 
son, Oregon, Reyn¬ 
olds, Washington. 

Butler, Dunklin, New 
Madrid, Pemiscot, 
part of Scott. 

Caldwell, Clay, Clin¬ 
ton, Cooper, Holt, 
Lafayette, Nodaway, 
Bay, Saline. 

Cape Girardeau, Cole, 
Jefferson. 

Cass—Harrisonville. — 

i 1* 

ii! 

mu 

'J CjKt 

Jackson—Lees Summit 
Lawrence—Mt. Ver¬ 
non. 

Linn, Linneus.. 

Do. 

Nodaway—Linneus— 

Nodaway—Maryville— 

Pettis—Sedalla. 

Rails—New London_ 

St. Charles—St. 
Charles. 
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Bee footnotes at end of table. 
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YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 
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See footnotes at end of table. 
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YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 
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Table 462 .—Farm husineRS studies: Bummaries of 21fiS3farm records from 100 localities in l31 BtateSy lOQ/f-lOSI —Continued 
















































erries, potatoes, miscellane¬ 
ous fruits, vegetables, gen¬ 
eral crops, dairy, poultry. 
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joquT Airmuj 
piudim Jdqio 

^ S 5“J —« O S 1 

joq 

-ui 

pgii mm 

sannijud 

s ^ JojuJdd 0 

1 t ■ 1 ■ 1 1 

(2 1 1 1 1 1 ( 

^ 1 » 1 1 1 « 1 

, 

mjBj aq; mojj 
SajAU jiirtiib 

^ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

•S 1 1 1 1 t 1 j 

s 1 1 1 1 1 1 

O r 1 11 

c; • ' • . ; • 

1 1 

tuii 

-dEOO^ tun^aa 

*^csco CO taoc&Meo 
^ufusoe^ i-'Eifc^eceo 

a, 1 

emoonj JoqeT 

Dolts. 

921 

1,606 

-4,014 

-6,702 

622 

12,162 

635 

-66 

13,377 

eraooui 

silg^gigii 

§ ” f" S - “^S" 

exaoani thjsj; 

siiiiiiiii 

sdsnedxa 


j fiidiaoaa 



-sa iBaa 

siiisgiiii 


4iE§iiiiiig 

^ ^ sf Ss S 0 

1 

o 

1 

sdojo 

1 igMig« isi 
! ! 

pa^oi 

Acres 

7,116 

3,360 

4,082 

3,940 

008 

3,061 

212 

2,676 

14,694 

pe 

-pn[on| STZue^ 

<5S?SSS?5SS§S5?g 

fe; 

Apn^s Aq 
pajOAOO joajs. 

1024 

1920 

1030 

1931 

1930 

1026 

102B 

£ SP 

is 

fi r-4 

Principal sources of receipts 

rattle. 

- - do. 

-.do. 

- do. 

l>airy, Iioy. 

Hliecp. 

tiiigar iHJots. 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 


1 

ococxxopaiaccca!: { 

CQ CO CQ CQ C4 «N ^ 94 sc | 

State, county, locality 

Wyoming -rontinued, 

Compltell, Troftk. 

Carbon . 

Bo . 

Do. 

Do. 

Central area. 

Goshen. 

Mountain Vulloy, .. , 
Southwestern. 














































FARM BUSINESS AND RELATED STATISTICS 

Table 463. —Index numbers of prices paid by farmers, 1910-1932 
_ [Base 1910-1914=100] 


Oommodities used In production 


I I 


. Il 

I a® I 

pH « 



g-sS sia 


!’§■§ 2 
§1 s, 

I 




Index 

Index Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 



No. 

No. No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

A’c. 

1910. 

92 

101 97 

100 

101 


98 

97 

98 

98 

98 

1911. 

108 

103 97 

102 

100 


103 

97 

102 

100 

IGl 

1912. 

90 

100 102 

103 

100 

105 

98 

101 

99 

101 

1ft) 

1913. 

108 

98 104 

101 

100 

94 

102 

104 

102 

99 

100 

1914. 

103 

98 101 

93 

99 

101 

99 

101 

100 

102 

101 

1916. 

98 

101 113 

102 

106 

117 

103 

102 

103 

107 

106 

1916. 

129 

111 122 

118 

129 

112 

121 

112 

119 

125 

123 

1917. 

186 

132 139 

137 

156 

141 

152 

140 

149 

148 

150 

1918. 

196 

160 173 

161 

180 

188 

176 

176 

176 

180 

1'^ 

1919. 

208 

178 185 

189 

179 

264 

192 

206 

196 

214 

205 

1920. 

133 

188 189 

205 

188 

149 

176 

239 

189 

227 

206 

1921. 

91 

176 169 

156 

161 

126 

142 

160 

144 

1C5 

156 

162^. 

118 

166 131 

159 

139 

133 

140 

146 

142 

100 

162 

1923. 

128 

161 128 

160 

138 

142 

142 

166 

147 

161 

163 

1924. 

135 

156 122 

159 

131 

148 

143 

166 

148 

162 

164 

1926. 

145 

158 131 

163 

136 

170 

149 

168 

154 

165 

169 

1926. 

120 

166 129 

163 

142 

190 

144 

171 

150 

164 

156 

1927. 

124 

157 123 

164 

134 

192 

144 

170 

150 

161 

164 

1928. 

133 

168 133 

161 

131 

179 

146 

169 

151 

162 

166 

1929. 

131 

162 132 

162 

129 

190 

146 

170 

152 

160 

165 

1930. 

119 

159 128 

158 

124 

169 

140 

162 

142 

151 

146 

1931. 

84 

164 117 

141 

111 ! 

164 

122 

116 

121 

129 

126 

1932. 

61 

149 101 

129 

102 

104 

108 

86 

103 

no 

100 


Bureau of Agricultural Economies. Compiled from prices reported to the Department of Agriculture 
by retail dealers throughout the United States. The mdex numbers include only commodities bought 
by farmers; the commodities being weighted according to purchases reported by actual farmers in farm 
management and rural-life studies from 1920 to 1925. 

11912-1914-100. 

> Includes food, dothlng, household operating expenses, furniture and furnishing, and building material 
for house. 

Table 464. —Index numbers of farm prices, by groups 1910-1932 
[August, 1909-July, lOH-lOO] 
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Table 465. — Ind&xi numbers of farm prices. United States, 1923-1982 
[August, 1909-July, 1924=»100] 


Group and year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Alar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

GBAIXS 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 


-Vo. 

Ko, 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

Nq^ 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

1S23-. 

113 

114 

117 

121 

123 

119 

112 

109 

Ill 

113 

no 

108 

1S24.. 

110 

113 

114 

113 

114 

116 

130 

141 

140 

150 

147 

155 

1925-. 

172 

178 

172 

152 

150 

164 

152 

157 

148 

135 

138 

140 

1926 i . 

143 

140 

133 

131 

131 

130 

125 

128 

121 

123 

121 

120 

19271-.:. 

120 

122 

121 

119 

127 

140 

139 

188 

134 

128 

120 

123 

19281. 

125 

128 

136 

144 

160 

152 

142 

120 

117 

316 

no 

112 

1929 1 . 

115 

123 

124 

120 

113 

111 

122 

129 

131 

128 

118 

119 

1930^. 

118 

115 

107 

110 

105 

106 

92 

101 

100 

92 

80 

80 

19311. 

77 

75 

74 

74 

74 

67 

57 

54 

50 

46 

57 

52 

1932. 

52 

51 

51 

50 

49 

44 

42 

43 

41 

86 

34 

33 

FBUITS AND VEGETABLES 













1923. 

117 

122 

130 

146 

157 

161 

165 

151 

131 

123 

114 

114 

1924-. 

118 

123 

128 

128 

132 

146 

142 

138 

113 

109 

108 

no 

1925. 

122 

131 

138 

146 

162 

184 

178 

178 

142 

152 

194 

194 

1926 J.. 

214 

218 

220 

253 

240 

216 

195 

166 

136 

136 

142 

137 

1927 J. 

140 

142 

140 

147 

158 

201 

195 

172 

145 

138, 

136 

141 

1928 £.„ 

144 

153 


179 

181 

168 

156 

137 

127 

114 

109 

108 

1929-.- 

109 

111 

112 

110 

119 

120 

186 

160 

160 

168 

159 

163 

1930-.- 

16^ 

168 

160 

187 

193 

193 

173 

149 

148 

127 

114 

108 

1931«.. 

lOS 

109 

109 

120 

119 

114 

110 

97 

83 

70 

68 

68 

1932 s.. 

70 

68 

73 

78 

80 

82 

83 

79 

68 

59 

57 

59 

meat ANIMALS 













1923.. 

110 

110 

110 

110 

108 

108 

105 

104 

112 

106 

100 

98 

1924-.. 

101 

102 

104 

106 

107 

105 

103 

116 

115 

121 

115 

113 

1925.. 

123 

126 

145 

146 

139 

139 

148 

149 

143 

141 

136 

136 

1926.. 

140 

146 

147 

146 

148 

154 

152 

144 

148 

148 

142 

140 

1927. 

140 

143 

144 

143 

137 

129 

131 

136 

142 

145 

141 

138 

1928..- 

138 

139 

139 

142 

151 

150 

157 

162 

174 

160 

150 

143 

1929... 

146 

150 

160 

164 

164 

163 

167 

165 

156 

151 

144 

143 

1930-.- 

146 

150 

151 

1^ 

142 

141 

127 

119 

128 

123 

118 

112 

1931.- 

112 

106 

106 

106 

99 

91 

92 

92 

86 

79 

76 

68 

1932-.- 

68 

65 

69 

66 

59 

57| 

72 

69 

67 

60 

57 

52 

baiet fboducts 













1923.- 

151 

151 

148 

147 

142 

142 

189 

142 

145 

153 

157 

155 

1924..- 

152 

150 

146 

134 

128 

126 

123 

120 

126 

130 

132 

137 

1925... 

134 

134 

187 

132 

132 

180 

131 

135 

137 

146 

146 

146 

1926.- 

147 

148 

141 

133 

130 

128 

129 

128 

133 

134 

141 

144 

1927-.- 

144 

143 

139 

140 

136 

132 

130 

129 

135 

139 

141 

145 

1928.. 

145 

145 

142 

139 

136 

134 

134 

135 

141 

143 

144 

146 

1929.- 

145 

144 

144 

142 

139 

135 

135 

137 

139 

141 

142 

140 

1930.- 

135 

129 

126 

126 

123 

118 

115 

117 

123 

125 

124 

117 

1931.. 

107 

101 

101 

99 

91 

86 

85 

87 

92 

95 

95 

92 

1932-. 

85 

79 

76 

74 

69 

62 

68 

65 

67 

68 

68 

69 

POULTRY PRODUCTS 













1923. 

175 

151 

130 

117 

117 

114 

U6 

126 

144 

165 

191 

198 

1924.. 

162 

157 

109 

105 

109 

115 

121 

132 

153 

176 

1 203 

217 

1925-. 

213 

166 

124 

127 

181 

135 

141 

148 

152 

! 175 

208 

213 

1926.. 

172 

145 

128 

133 

135 

188 

137 

137 

155 

173 

202 

212 

1927.. 

173 

145 

115 

114 

112 

102 

112 

122 

143 

167 

189 

195 

1928. 

177 

144 

122 

121 

128 

127 

134 

140 

156 

168 

185 

197 

1929-. 

161 

158 

144 

127 

134 

I 140 

143 

151 

165 

181 

200 

204 

1930. 

ITS 

154 

115 

117 

110 

! 103 

101 

107 

125 

129 

146 

127 

1931. 

•110 

79 

92 

90 

77 

81 

83 

98 

99 

! 110 

123 

120 

1932-. 

87 

70 

61 

60 

60 

59 

65 

75 

84 

! 102 

115 

121 

COTTON AND COTTONSEED 













1923. 

203 

215 

224 

222 

211 

i 207 

169 

190 

204 

221 

238 

253 

1924-. 

255 

247 

219 

226 

222 

219 

215 

219 

175 

182 

179 

176 

1925.. 

182 

183 

195 

189 

184 

188 

186 

186 

178 

171 

144 

139 

1926... 

138 

142 

133 

135 

130 

132 

126 

130 

134 

94 

88 

81 

1927.. 

85 

94 

102 

101 

113 

119 

125 

136 

179 

169 

162 

153 

1928. 

152 

141 

147 

154 

1 166 

162 

170 

153 

142 

147 

146 

148 

1929. 

148 

149 

155 

152 

1 148 

146 

145 

146 

146 

141 

132 

130 

1930-. 

128 

121 

113 

120 

1 119 

115 

09 

94 

83 

76 

80 

73 

1931. 

72 

76 

SO 

78 

! 74 

65 

i ^ 

53 

47 

42 

50 

45 

1982-. 

45 

47 

50 

46 

i 42 

37 

41 


H7 

Al 

47 

4R 


1 Kafir omitted. s Ouions and cabbage omitted. 
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Table 465 .—Index numbers of farm prices, United States, 1923-1932—Continued 


Group and year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct j 

Nov. 

Dec. 

ALL GBOUFS 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 


No. 

]S,o. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

1923. 

134 

136 

136 

137 

135 

133 

130 

12S 

132 

134 

136 

137 

1924. 

137 

136 

131 

130 1 

129 

130 

132 

130 

132 

138 

137 

139 

1926. 

146 

146 

151 

147 

146 

148 

149 

152 

144 

143 

144 

143 

19263. 

143 

143 

140 

140 

139 

139 

136 

133 

134 

130 

130 

127 

1927*. 

126 

127 

126 

125 

126 

130 

130 

132 

iio! 

139 

137 

137 

1928*. 

137 

135 

137 

140 

148 

145 

145 

139 

141 

137 

1.34 

134 

1929*. 

133 

136 

140 

138 

136 

135 

140 

143 

141 

140 

136 

135 

1930*. 

134 j 

131 

126 

127 

124 

123 

111 

lOS 

111 

106 

103 

97 

1931«. 

94 1 

90 

91 

91 

86 

80 

79 

76 

72 

GS 

71 

66 

1932*. 

63 

60 

61 

59 

56 

52 

67 

69 

59 

56 

54 

52 


Bureau of A^cultural Economies. Prices of farm production received by producers collected monthly 
from a list of about 12,000 special price reporters. This list is made up almost entirely of country-town 
dealers, elevator mans^ers, buyers, and merchants. The commodities by groups are as follows: Grains— 
wheat, corn, oats, barley, rye, kafir; fruits and vegetables—apples, oranges, grapefruit, potatoes, sweet- 
potatoes, beans, onions, cabbage; meat animals—beef cattle, cmves, hogs, sheep, lambs; dairy products— 
butter (represents butter, butterfat, and cream), milk; poultiy products—chickens, eggs; cotton and cotton¬ 
seed; all groups includes also horses (represents horses and mules), hay, flax, tobacco, and wool. 

> Kafir, onions, and cabbage omitted. 


Table 466 .—Index numbers of wholesale prices by groups of commodities. United 

States, 1900-1932 i 

[1910-1914«100I 


Calendar 

year 

Farm 

prod¬ 

ucts 

Foods 

Hides 

and 

leather 

prod¬ 

ucts 

Textile 

prod¬ 

ucts 

Fuel 

and 

light¬ 

ing 

Metals 

and 

metal 

prod¬ 

ucts 

Build¬ 

ing 

mate¬ 

rials 

Chem¬ 

icals 

and 

drugs 

House 

furnish¬ 

ing 

goods 

Miscel¬ 

laneous 

AH 

com¬ 

modi¬ 

ties 


Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 

Index 


No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

1900. 

71 

79 

77 

95 

88 

116 

84 

101 

90 

93 

82 

1901. 

74 

78 

76 

85 

85 

109 

80 

104 

90 

85 

81 

1902. 

82 

83 

79 

88 

08 

107 

82 

106 

90 

80 

86 

1903. 

78 

81 

77 

94 

114 

106 

85 

104 

93 

90 

87 

1904. 

82 

84 

77 

94 

101 

94 

82 

104 

92 

100 

87 

1906. 

79 

86 

84 

96 

94 

104 

87 

101 

91 

107 

88 

1906. 

80 

83 

90 

104 

09 

120 

98 

95 

94 

105 

00 

1907. 

87 

88 

90 

113 

103 

120 

103 

97 

101 

98 

95 

1908. 

87 

91 

86 

97 

102 

101 

94 

98 

94 

89 

92 

1909. 

98 

97 

95 

100 

98 

99 

97 

98 

05 

118 

00 

1910. 

104 

101 

93 

104 

90 

100 

100 

101 

99 

130 

103 

1911. 

94 

96 

91 

99 

89 

95 

100 

100 

96 

99 

95 

1912. 

102 

104 

100 

99 

98 

105 

101 

99 

97 

97 

101 

1913. 

100 

100 

106 

102 

116 

106 

103 

99 

103 

85 

102 

1914. 

100 

100 

no 

97 

107 

94 

96 

100 

104 

82 

00 

1916. 

100 

101 

117 

06 

98 

101 

97 

138 

103 

79 

102 

1916. 

118 

117 

145 

126 

141 

137 

122 

198 

112 ! 

91 

125 

1917. 

181 

162 

192 

176 

200 

177 

160 

203 

136 ! 

111 

172 

1918. 

208 

185 

105 

244 

207 

160 

179 

224 

171 

122 

192 

1919. 

221 

201 

270 

240 

198 

154 

209 

193 

104 

126 

202 

1920_. 

211 

213 

266 

293 

311 

176 

272 

203 

260 

152 

225 

1921. 

124 

140 

169 

168 

184 

138 i 

176 

142 

207 

99 

142 

1922. 

132 

136 

162 

178 

204 

121 

176 

124 

190 

84 

141 

1923. 

138 

144 

162 

198 

185 

128 

197 

124 

200 

91 

147 

1924. 

140 

141 

167 

190 

176 

125 

186 

122 

192 

85 

143 

1926. 

154 

156 

163 

192 

183 

121 

184 

125 

189 

99 

151 

1926. 

140 

155 

155 

178 

190 

117 

181 

123 

183 

91 

146 

1927. 

139 

150 

167 

170 

168 

113 

172 

119 

179 

83 

130 

1928. 

148 

167 

188 

170 

160 

114 

170 

118 

174 

78 

141 

1920 

147 

155 

169 

161 

158 

118 

173 

116 

173 

76 

139 

1930. 

124 

140 

155 

143 

149 

108 

163 

no 

170 

71 

126 

1931 

91 

116 

134 

118 

128 

99 

144 

98 

156 

63 

107 

1932. 

68 

95 

113 

98 

133 

94 

129 

90 

138 

58 

96 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

1 Oomputed by reducing to a 1910-1914 base the Bureau of Labor Statistics seri^ 1926“ lOOc the index 
numbers for each group on the 1926 base are divided by the monthly average for 1910-1914. Tm 
used for each group are as follows: Farm products, 71.3; foods, 64.6; hides and leather producl^ W.6; te^e 
products, 66.3; fuel and lighting, 62.7; met^s and metal products, 86.3; buflding materi^, 66.2; chemlc^ 
and drugs, 81.2; house furnishing goods, 64.6; miscellaneous, 110.1; and all commodities, 68.5. 






















































732 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


Table 467.— Farm-wage rates: Averages and index numbers, 1909-193^ 

[1910-1914-100] 



Bureau of Agrlcultnral Economics. 


1 Yearly averages are from reports by crop reporters, giving average wages for the year in their localities. 
iThis colomn nas significance only as an essential step in computing the wage index. 

3 Weighted averagb of quarterly reports, April (wei^t 1), July (wel^t 5), October (weight £), and Jan¬ 
uary of the following year (weight 1). 


Table 468 .—Male farm labor, by geographic divisions, quarterly, 1932 


Division 

Per month, with 
board 

Per month, without 
board 

Per day, with 
board! 

Per day, without 
board! 


JazL 

Apr, 

July 

Oct. 

Jan. 

Apr. 

July 

Oct. 

Jan. 

Apr. 

July 


Jan. 

Apr. 

July 

Oct. 

North Atlantic— 
East North 

Dofr. 

Dols. 

Dofr. 

Dots. 

Dolt. 

Dofr. 

Dolt. 

Dolt. 

Dolt. 

Dolt. 

Dolt. 

Dolt. 

Dolt. 

Dolt. 

Dolt. 

Dolt, 

29.13 

28.44 

26.42 

25.23 

48.80 

45.88 

43.24 

41.94 


1.60 

1.51 


2.37 

2.27 

2.13 


Central—*. 

West North 

21.97 

21.90 





29.98 

28.86 

1.17 

1.14 



1.63 

1.56 

1.44 

1.36 

OentraL. 

20.98 

22.63 

21.58 

19.78 

31.66 

32.74 



1.12 

1.11 


.99 

1.55 

1.58 

1.43 

1.86 

South Atlantic... 

1443 

13.38 


12.19 



18.58 

18.45 

.74 

.68 

.62 

.62 

LQ2 

.91 

.84 

.84 

South Central... 

1476 

13.37 

12.65 

12.75 



18.54 

18.85 

.72 

.67 

.61 

.61 

.96 

.90 

.80 

.82 


32.39 

31.18 


27.85 

51.45 

49.68 

46.01 

43.26 

1.48 

1.41 

1.28 

1.24 

2.12 


1.85 

1.75 

United States.... 

ia77 

19.19 

rgg 

17.29 

gg 

29.18 


26.36 

1.02 

.97 

.89 

.87 

m 

1.35 

1.23 

1.19 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. As reported by field and crop reporters. 
1 Ihdudes piece work. 
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Table 469 .—Farm real estate: Index numhers of estimated value per acre, hj 
geographic divisionsy 1912-1932 ^ 

[1912-1914=100 percent] 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on values as reported by crop reporters. Values as reported 
by tbe Census for 1910, 1920, and 1925 will be found in Table 511 of the 1927 Yearbook. 

1 All farm land with improvements, as of Mar. 1. Owing to rounding of figures, 1912-1914 will not always 
equal exactly 100 per cent. 


Table 470 .—Number of farms per IfiOO changing ownershipy hy various methods, 
by geographic divisions, 12 months ended March 15, 1928-1932 



Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on returns from crop reporters. 

^ Including contracts to purchase (but not options). 

> Includes all other sales m settlement of estates. 

* Including miscellaneous and unclassified. 

163050®—33-47 
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Table 471 .—Bankruptcies among farmers, number and percentage of total, by 
geographic divisions, fiscal years ended June SO, 1910-193B 


West North 
Central 


South Atlantic 


cent of cent of 

among amonK 

farmers 'gg farmers 




Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from ftTtnnfli reports of the Attorney QeneraL 
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Table 472 .—Farm mortgage debt: Estimated total for all farms, by States, 
January 1, 1910-1932 


19101 

1920 

1925 

1928 

1930 3 

UOOO 

dollars 

13,210 
5,870 
16,860 
22,890 
2,210 
16,080 

1,000 

dollars 

20,890 

8,600 

29,040 

34,180 

2,360 

25,800 

1,000 

dollars 

26,097 

7,732 

28,001 

32,207 

2,435 

27,276 

1,000 

dollars 

25,252 

7,780 

28,322 

31,262 

2,456 

27,423 

1,000 

dollars 

24,823 

9,001 

33,102 

42,560 

3,854 

30,514 

76,110 

120,860 

123,748 

122,494 

144,744 

164.190 
31,720 
95,620 

224,060 
39,500 
133,080 

226,776 

41,741 

120,281 

219,812 
4a 370 
lia432 

247,633 

66,884 

174,037 

281,630 

396,640 

388,798 

37a 614 

47a 654 

113,320 
HI. 280 
266,780 
109,970 
193,600 

210,760 

206,600 

602,860 

216,740 

456,470 

214,409 

264,483 

660.363 

228,089 

504,663 

222,101 
277,269 
68a 365 
236,399 
629.092 

250,630 
26a 989 
631,266 
23a 377 
602,549 

794,950 

1,691,420 

1,861,887 

1.950,126 

i,89asii 

146,160 

431,500 

202,660 

101,450 

88,700 

181,860 

163,770 

466,540 

1,098,970 

386,790 

267,780 

278,880 

416,860 

295,870 

563,784 

1,424,352 

449,022 

226,714 

372,004 

617,930 

482,696 

558,458 
1,402,178 
447,361 
230,250 
37a 946 
599,418 
447,686 

630,025 
1.09a 610 
42 a 227 
204,598 
29a 725 
56a 973 
487,122 

1,296,080 

3,199,690 

4,126,402 

4,05a 187 

a 605,280 

6,600 

29,680 

290 

24,000 

8,210 

18,960 

20,530 

28,800 

4,380 

8,990 

49,230 

340 

61,600 

15,960 

66,680 

51,220 

83,840 

19,710 

8.605 

60,422 

304 

79,709 

18,570 

78,606 

68,735 

109,060 

25,508 

9,469 
64,980 
354 
87,117 
2a 156 
90,866 
77,214 
123,305 
28,436 

11,841 
64,825 
642 
88,865 
24,283 
104,979 
67 507 
100,845 
4a 140 

141,250 

347,470 

439,609 

491,896 

50a027 

40,610 

26,860 

24,880 

31,320 

104,100 

83,130 

56,450 

77,420 

94,549 

86,857 

66,410 

109,562 

103,798 

96,711 

69,488 

111,500 

97,663 

87,313 

8a764 

0a864 

123,660 

320,100 

356,378 

381,497 

36a600 

22,200 

19,090 

77,680 

172,240 

76,870 

41,250 

188,890 

396,670 

97,809 

67,910 

218,963 

486,687 

103,464 
61,760 
22a 613 
507,515 

85,577 

61,379 

214,033 

543,951 

291,210 

708,680 

860,269 

901,252 

904,940 

19,620 

24,270 

7,820 

41,800 

4,810 

4,880 

7,170 

3,340 

164,940 

116,360 

32,070 

138,400 

23,670 

31,790 

36,560 

11,880 

116,616 

107,355 

43,364 

153,727 

28,784 

29,645 

39,162 

15,244 

104,862 
10a033 
4a 922 
144,464 
2a 900 
29,006 
3a 367 
ia907 

129,200 

loaoos 

42,948 
14a 462 
3a729 
2a 743 
4a 273 
14,737 

113,710 

644,660 

633,787 

49a 561 

64a 000 

45,040 

34,960 

22,080 

116,7« 
91,000 
i 425,460 

121,371 
105,603 
1 442^868 

12 a 523 
lia&75 
46a 511 

131,299 

116,805 

548,421 

202,070 

1 633,290 

1 669.742 

691,900 

1 70a525 

3,320,470 

t 7,857,700 

1 9,86a620 

1 9,46a52e 

1 9,241,300 


State and division 


Maine. 

New Hampshire. 

Vermont. 

Massachusetts— 
Rhode Island—. 
Connecticut. 


New England- 


New York. 

New Jersey-— 
Pennsylvania.. 


Middle Atlantio. 


Ohio. 

Indiana— 

Dlinois- 

Michigan- 

Wisconsin- 


East North Central-. 


Minnesota- 

Iowa--.-. 

Missouri. 

North Dakota. 
South Dakota. 

Nebraska. 

Kansas. 


West North Central-, 


D^aware. 

Maryland--- -- - - --- - 
District of Columbia . 

Virginia. 

West Virginia. 

North Carolina. 

South Carolina. 

Georgte. 

Florida. 


South Atlantic- 
Kentucky. 


Alabama.... 

Mississippi. 


East South Centrai.. 


Louisiana- 
Oklahoma.. 
Texas.. 


West South Central- 


Montana.... 

Idaho_ 

Wyoming-— 
Colorado.. 
New Mexieo- 

Arizona- 

Utah. 

Nevada_ 


Mountain. 


Washington. 

Oregon. 

California... 


Pacific. 

United States.. 


]pureau of Agricultural Economics. 

I Revised. 


* Preliminary. 
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Table 4:7S.'-^AgriciiUural loans from selected Federal and other agencies^ outstand'- 
ing at close of year, 1917-1932 


End of year 

Farm mortgage loans i by- 

- 

Federal Intermediate 
credit bank loans 
to— 

Federal 
land 
banks 3 

Joint-stock 
land 
banks - 

Loans of 40 
life insur¬ 
ance com¬ 
panies * 

Member 

banks* 

Coopera¬ 
tive asso¬ 
ciations 3 

Financing 

agencies* 


JdiUion 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Thousand 

Thousand 


dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

doUars 

dollars 

dollars 

1017 _ 

630 






101 ft 

166 

8 





1919. 

294 

60 





1920 . 

350 

78 





1921 . 

433 

85 





1922. 

639 

210 





1923 . 

SOO 

393 

1,335 


33,627 

9,105 

1924 . 

1 928 

446 

li462 


431^7 

18,760 

1925. 

' 1,006 

546 

1,523 


53,780 

26,272 

192fi. 

1,078 

632 

1,588 

6489 

52,704 

39,730 

1927. 

1,156 

667 

1,618 

6 478 

31,001 

43,924 

192^. 

1,194 

605 

1,606 

6444 

36,174 

45,103 

1929. 

1,197 

585 

1,591 

388 

26,073 

50,018 

1930. 

1,187 

553 

1,554 

387 

64,377 

65,633 

1931. 

1.103 

530 

1,512 

859 

45,255 

74,613 

1932. 

1,116 i 

1 409 

1,402 

356 

9,866 

82,518 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

• See Table 472 for total mortgage debt, by States. 

3 Federal Farm Loan Board. Beginning 1928 loans from joint-stock land banks in receivership not 
included. 

3 Association of Life Insurance Presidents. Eeports cover operations of 40 companies representing 82 
per cent of the admitted assets of all legal reserve life companies m the Umted States. 

< Federal Reserve Board. 
fiNov.30. 

(June 30. 


Table 474. —Selected interest and discount rates^ and bond yields, 1917—1932 



3 Federal Farm Loan Board. 


3 Federal Reserve Board. 
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Missouri: Six counties. 

See footnotes at end of table. 





























Table 475. —Studies of farm family living: Data from 9^796 families in 25 States for one year in the ycriod 1922 1932 — Conliuued 


738 


YEARBOOK OP AGRICULTURE, 1938 
























FARM BUSINESS AND RELATED STATISTICS 



739 




MISCELLANEOUS AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 

TabijB 470.— Tenvperalurc; Normal^ and lOSS, by months, at selected points in the. Zhiilcd States 
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T.»Traoo, Indicates an amount too small to measure. 

1 Nonnals are based on records of 20 or more years of observations, 
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Table 478. — Frost: Dates of killing frosts^ with length of growing season 


Station 


Date of 
last kill¬ 
ing frost 
in spring, 
1933 

Date of 
first kill¬ 
ing frost 
in fall, 
1932 

May 241 
Apr. 28 
May 24 
June 8 
Apr. 17 • 
Apr. 171 

—.do__ 

Apr. 27 
May 5 
Apr. 171 
Apr. 27 li 
Apr. 171| 
Apr. 15 
i_-.do_ 

Oct. 11 
Oct. 14 
-._do.--- 
Oct. 1 
Nov. 4 
...do—. 

, Oct. 14 
Nov. 3 

1 Sept. 80 

1 Nov. 3 

1 Nov. 14 
Nov. 4 
Nov. 3 


Averages and extremes of killing frost for 30 to 61 
years 


Spring frosts 

Fall frosts 

Length of 
growing 
season 
between 
average 
dates of 
killing 
frosts 

Latest 

date 

Average 

date 

Earliest 

date 

Average 
date of 
first 

June 

23 

May 

30 

Aug. 26 

Sept. 

14 

Days 

107 

June 

20 

^r. 

19 

Sept. 11 

Oct. 

17 

181 

June 

5 

May 

7 

Sept. 6 

Oct. 

3 

149 

June 

29 

May 

22 

Aug. 26 

Sept 

18 

119 

Llay 

16 

Apr. 

14 

Sept. 26 

Oct. 

26 

195 

May 

12 

Apr. 

20 

Sept. 11 

Oct. 

14 

177 

May 

80 

-Apr. 

24 

Sept. 15 

Oct. 

15 

174 

May 

23 


28 

Oct. 2 

Oct. 

22 

177 

June 

2 

Llay 

4 

Sept. 11 

Sept. 

30 

149 

May 

17 

Apr. 

16 

Oct. 21 

Nov. 

10 

208 

May 

5 

-Apr. 

23 

Sept. 21 

Oct. 

22 

182 

^r. 

30 

Apr. 

10 

Oct. 1 

Nov, 

5 

209 

May 

12 

Apr. 

16 

Oct. 11 

Oct. 

24 

191 

Llay 

17 

Apr. 

20 

Oct. 9 

Nov. 

1 

195 

May 

12 

Apr. 

9 

Oct. 3 

Apr. 

9 

202 

May 

29 

Apr. 

23 

Sept. 19 

Oct. 

21 

181 

May 

12 

Apr. 

21 

Sept. 14 

Oct. 

14 

176 

^r. 

27 

Apr. 

8 

Sept. 30 

Oct. 

23 

198 

May 

21 

Apr. 

16 

Oct. 2 

Nov. 

3 

201 

May 

17 

Apr. 

18 

Sept. 21 

Oct. 

19 

184 

May 

25 

-Apr. 

19 

Sept. 30 

Oct. 

20 

184 

May 

29 

-Apr. 

22 

Sept. 9 

Oct. 

IS 

179 

^r. 

26 

Apr. 

5 

Oct. 9 

Oct. 

29 

207 

May 

28 

Apr. 

25 

Sept. 14 

Oct. 

13 

171 

May 

25 

^r. 

16 

Sept. 21 

Oct. 

20 

187 

Apr. 

80 

Mar. 

31 

Sept. 30 

Oct- 

29 

212 

Llay 

25 

Apr. 

16 

Sept. 20 

Oct. 

19 

186 

May 

11 

Apr. 

15 

Sept. 26 

...do. 


1S7 

May 

25 

—do. 


Sept. 25 

...do. 


187 

June 

9 

May 

13 

Sept. 6 

Oct. 

i 

141 

May 

81 

Apr. 

28 

Sept. 21 

Oct. 

15 

170 

May 

28 

^r. 

30 

Sept. 23 

Oct. 

18 

171 

May 

30 

Llay 

1 

—do_ 

— .do. 


170 

June 

17 

May 

2 

Sept. 4 

Oct. 

21 

172 

June 

6 

May 

13 

Aug. 23 

Oct. 

9 

149 

May 

30 

May 

5 

Sept. 16 

...do. 


157 

May 

24 

Apr. 

29 

Sept. 10 

...do. 


163 

May 

25 

Apr. 

26 

Sept. 16 

Oct. 

17 

174 

May 

29 

—do. 

__ 

Sept. 25 

Oct. 

18 

175 

June 

14 

May 

6 

Sept. 10 

Oct. 

5 

152 

May 

20 

Apr. 

27 

Sept. 13 

Oct. 

10 

166 

June 

8 

Llay 

12 

Aug. 25 

Sept. 

24 

135 

May 

21 

Apr. 

29 

Sept. 12 

Oct. 

2 

156 

May 

31 

Apr. 

21 

Sept. 13 

Oct. 

9 

171 

May 

21 

Apr. 

20 

Sept. 26 

Oct. 

16 

179 

May 

4 

Apr. 

12 

Sept. 18 

Oct. 

17 

188 

May 

9 

Apr. 

13 

...do_ 

Oct. 

18 

188 

Apr. 

28 

Apr. 

9 

Sept. 26 

Oct. 

17 

191 

May 

22 

Apr. 

3 

Sept. 30 

Oct. 

29 

209 

May 

19 

Apr. 

12 

—do_ 

Oct. 

22 

1 193 

Jane 

7 

May 

11 

Aug. 23 

Sept. 

21 

133 

—do- 

--- 

May 

16 

Aug. 8 

Sept. 

24 

131 

June 

16 

May 

16 

Aug. 22 

Sept. 

20 

127 

June 

21 

May 

9 

Aug. 23 

Sept. 

25 

139 

May 

24 

Apr. 

80 

Sept. 12 

Oct. 

7 

160 

—do- 

„ , 

I May 

3 

Sept. 13 

Oct. 

1 

lol 

May 

27 

f May 

1 

Sept. 14 

' Oct. 

6 

158 

May 

24 

...do. 


Sept. 10 

Oct. 

2 

154 

May 

19 

Apr. 

14' 

Sept. 18 

Oct. 

15 

184 

June 

21 

"M&y 

6 

Sept. 12 

Oct. 

2 

149 

May 

19 

1 Apr. 

17 

Sept. 27 

Oct. 

16 

182 

May 

27 

Apr. 

16 

Sept. 23 

Oct. 

21 

188 

May 

4 

Apr. 

7 

Sept. 28 

Oct. 

17 

193 

May 

15 

Apr. 

9 

Sept. 23 

Oct. 

23 

197 

May 

12 

Apr. 

8 

Oct. 2 

Oct. 

20 

195 

May 

7 

Apr. 

9 

—do_ 

Oct. 

27 

201 

Apr. 

26 

Mar« 

25 

Oct. 11 

Nov. 

16 

236 

.—do- 


Mar. 

31 

Oct, 12 

Nov. 

2 

216 

May 

27 

Am:. 

20 

Sept. 19 

Oct. 

17 

180 

June 

1 

May 

4 

Sept. 20 

Oct. 

12 

161 

May 

22 

Apr. 

17 

j Sept. 29 

Oct. 

18 

184 

May 

10 

Apr. 

11 

Oct. 3 

Oct. 

22 

194 

Apr. 

26 

Mar. 

25 

Oct. 8 

Nov. 

5 

225 

Apr. 

26 

Mar 

27 

—do_ 

-.do. 


223 

May 

Artr. 

1 

9. 

Mar. 

Pah 

21 

Qfi 

Oct. 16 

A/tf oa 

Nov. 

15’ 

1 

230 

Or/A 


Greenville. Me. 

Portland, Me- 

Concord, K. H_ 

Northfleld, Vt. 

Boston, Mass.. 

Hartford, Conn_ 

Albany, N. Y. 

Buffalo, N. Y. 

Canton, N. Y. 

Setanket, N. Y. 

Syracuse, N. Y. 

Atlantic City, N.J- 

Trenton, N. J.. 

Erie, Pa. 

Harrisbursr, Pa. 

Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Scranton, Pa. 

Cincinnati, Ohio..,. 

Cleveland, Ohio. 

Columbus, Ohio. 

Dayton, Ohio_ 

Toledo, Ohio. 

Evansville, Ind_ 

Fort Wayne, Ind_-.- 
Indian^lis, Ind.... 

Cairo, III.... 

Chicago, Ill. 

Peoria, Ill. 

Springfield, Ill. 

AJpena, Mich. 

Detroit, Mich. 

Grand Haven, ^lich. 
Grand Bapids, Mich 
Ludington, Micb.... 
Marquette, Mich—.. 

Green Bay, Wls. 

La Crosse^’is. 

Madison, Wis_ 

Milwaukee, Wis. 

Duluth, Minn. 

Minneapllis, Minn.. 
Moorhead, Minn.... 
Charles City, Iowa.. 
Des Aloines, Iowa... 

Dubuque, Iowa. 

Keokuk, Iowa. 

Columbia, Mo_ 

St. Joseph, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

Springfield, Mo. 

Bismarck, N. Dak... 
Devils Lake, N. Dak 
Wmiston. N. Dak... 

Huron, S. Dak. 

Pierre, S. Dak. 

Bapid City, S. Dak._ 

Yankton, 8. Dak_ 

North Platte, Nebr.. 

Omaha, Nebr. 

Valentine, Nebr_ 

Concordia, Kans.... 
Dodra City, Kans... 

lola/Kans__ 

Wichita, Ka^_ 

Washin^on, D. C... 


Richmond, Va_ 

W^hevllle, Va. 

W. Va. 

Parkersburg, W. Va. 

Aaheville, N. C_ 

Charlotte, N. C. 

Ralei^,N. C. 

Wilmmgton, N. C... 
Charleston. S. C. ... 


Apr. .. 
May 3 
Apr. 17 
Apr. 27 

...do_ 

Apr. 27 

...do_ 

Apr. 14 
^lor. 15 
Apr. 17 
.Apr. 13 
M2X. 18 
Apr. 13 
Apr. 13 
Apr. 14 
May 2 
Apr. 17 
May 2 
Apr. 27 
^lay 2* 

-.do_ 

May 2 
Apr. 271 
Apr. 13 
Apr. 13 J 
I May 41 
Apr. 26 
May 1 
Apr. 27 
Apr. 14 

-do_ 

.! Apr. 271 
,1 Mw. 311 

-do_ 

Mar. 15 
Liar. 22 
Apr, 27 
Msy 1 
May 16 
Apr. 14 
Apr. 271 
Apr. 26 
-Apr. 141 
Apr. 26 
Mar. 31 
May 1 
Mar. 23 
Apr. 11 
Mar. 23 
Mar. 17 
Apr. 17 
Mar. 161 
Mar. 14 
Mar. 11 
Apr. 19 
May 3 
Apr. 18 
Liar. 16 
Mar. 15 
Mar. 16 
Mar. 11 
Mar. 10 


Nov. 4 
Oct. 22 
Sept. 30 
Nov. 2 
Nov. 11 


Nov. 1 
Nov. 11 
...do.._. 
Oct. 30 
Nov. 2 
Nov. 11 
Oct, 30 
Oct. 11 

...do_ 

Oct. 14 
Nov. 3 
Nov. 2 
Nov. 2 
Oct. 6 
...do.... 
.._do_ 


Oct. 9 
Oct. 13 
Oct. 5 
Oct. 6 
Oct, 13 
Oct. 6 
Oct. 11 
Oct. 6 
Oct. 11 
Nov. 1 
...do.— 
Sept. 22 
Oct. 5 
Sept. 28 
Sept. 29 
Oct. 9 
Oct. 5 
Oct. 21 
Oct. 5 
Oct. 26 
Sept. 27 
Oct. 29 
Oct. 20 
Oct. 6 
Oct. 11 
Nov. 13 
Nov. 2 , 
Nov. 26 
Nov. 13 
Oct. 29 
...do.... 
Nov. 2 
Oct. 7 
Nov. 13 

...do_ 

Nov, 14 
None 


1 Temperature 32® F. or below. 
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Table 478.— Frost: hales of kiUitig frosts, with length of growing season —Con. 



Weatber Bureau. 

1 Temperature 32® F. or below. 


X Frosts do not oocur every 3 































































































































































































Forest Service. 


I Standing tim'ber of all species of size suitable for lumber according to the local practice in each region, 
as of 1930. 

> Ciizrent annual growth of timber of saw-timber size. 

3 Cut for lumber and other commodities, averaged for the period 1925-1920. 

<Saw timber destroyed, averaged for the period 1925-1929. 

ABastruction due to insects, disease, windfhli, etc., averaged for the period 1919-1929. 

■Includes New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland. 

^ Includes Ohio, Indiana, nimois, Iowa, Elansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Tennessee, Slentucky, and West 
Virginia. 

■ Includes the coastwise States, Virginia to Texas, inclusive; also Arkansas and Oklahoma, 
s Includes Idaho and Montana. 

10 Includes the other Bocky Mountain States and South Dcdcota (Black Hills). 









































































































MISCELLANEOUS AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 

Table 481 . — Production of lumber, by States, 1929-1931 


747 


State 

1029 

1930 

1931 

Stale 

1929 

1980 

1931 

iSu)? •owPI 1 11 

Mft* b. m. 
2,068,964 
174,694 
1,348,318 
12,063,229 
71,635 
30,167 
9,641 
1,136,897 

1,386,260 

1,028,791 
37,681 
109,970 
339,146 
2,232,360 
267,910 
64,870 
71,863 
671,017 
367,180 
2,669,496 
228,078 
388,711 
191,703 
16,676 


Mft. 6. m. 
732,020 
86,086 
607,716 
967,740 
48,413 
12,891 
3,629 
676,626 
469,617 
499,899 
18,446 
62,823 
111,354 
949,232 
161,830 
29,088 
42,807 
266,663 
94,968 
863,221 
74,916 
168,213 
94,466 
7,341 

New Mexico.—. 
New York. 

North Carolina. 

Ohio. 

Oklahoma. 

Oregon. 

Pennsylvania -.. 
Rhode Island... 
South Carolina. 
South Dakota... 

Tennessee. 

Texas. 

Utah. 

Vermont. 

Virginia. 

Washington_ 

Westvfiiinia... 

Wisconsin_ 

Wyoming. 

All other. 

Total, United ! 
States. 

Mfu 6. m. 
148,287 
169,691 
1,202,377 
175,637 
199,744 
4,784,009 
314,260 
6,614 
1,067,987 
61,126 
763,828 
1,461,640 
6,801 
119,622 
708,462 
7,302,063 
632,992 
842,814 
26,629 

9 20,332 

Mft. b. m. 
142,885 
109,617 
814,836 
108,198 
163,477 
3,654,076 
208,762 
7,019 
707,415 
69,464 
413,937 
1,045,262 
6,489 
94,217 
495,489 
6,602,129 
406,083 
636,844 
25,133 1 
9 13,349 

Mft. b. m. 
68,787 
74,062 
600,802 
52,707 
76,978 
2,628,035 
123,027 
2,960 
450,367 
26,840 
263,452 
655,814 
6,794 
00.609 
311,370 
3,907,997 
246,991 
360,041 
16,629 
3 10, 509 

Montana. 

New Hampshire- 
New Jersey. 


*28,051,473 

316,522,643 


Forest service In cooperation with the Bureau of the Census. 

1 Includes cut of Nevada. 

* Indudes cut of Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska. 

> Mills cutting less than €0,000 feet each year excluded. 


Table 482 . — Average value of lumber at the mill per thousand feet board measure, 

in stated years 


Kind of wood 

1899 

1909 



1929 

1930 

1931 

Softwoods: 

'Rftlsfl.m _ 

Dollars 

(*) 

10.91 

Dollars 

13.99 

Dollars 

32.23 

Dollars 

26.92 


Dollars 

26.72 

Dollars 

19.34 

CAdflr _ -. . .. 

19.95 

83.80 

3439 

8483 

31.14 

2408 

fjypnvw . 

13.32 

20.46 

8&38 

39.01 

35.29 

33.10 

8ai4 

DougiAS flr^ . ___ _ 

8.67 

12.44 

24 62 

19.46 

20.05 

moi 

12 05 

TTern^Oftk . - 

9.98 

13.95 

29.16 

19.06 

18.90 

17.04 

1413 

Larch (tamarack)__ 

8.73 

12.68 

23.89 

17.69 

18.35 

17.18 

1418 

TyMlgApnle pinfl 

(0 

10.12 

16.25 

29.98 

20.82 

17.97 

17.64 

1446 

RAdwAori . _ _ _ . 

1480 

30.04 

33.81 

31.00 


29.82 

SpniAA 

11.27 

16.91 

80.78 

26.69 

28.64 

23.66 

23.00 

SfigAT _ _ 

12.30 

18.14 

35.99 

43.22 

43.08 

88.10 

28.76 

PrmdAT-osfv pin a 

9.70 

16.39 

27,75 

26.04 

26.47 

23.52 

20.48 

White fir . _ 

0) 

12.69 

18.10 

26.66 

19.92 

20.63 

17.67 

1491 

White pine _ . _ 

18.16 

32.83 

29.90 

29.87 

27.81 

2471 

Yellow" pine _ _ 

8.46 

12.60 

28.71 

23.77 

25.66 

2L06 

16.99 

Hardwoods: 

Ash 

16.84 

24.44 

62.69 

43.82 

43.14 

39.72 

41.06 


12.84 

19.60 

40.03 

89.84 

39.88 

35.61 

28.61 

Beech_ 

iU 

13.25 

29.98 

27.21 

28.39 

25.89 

22.03 

Birch. 

16.95 

36.79 

41.03 

39,35 

86,39 

30.05 

Chestnut. 

13,37 

16.12 

82.30 

29.36 

29.51 

23.91 

22L69 

Cotton wood _ 

ia37 

18.05 

32.24 

30.02 

29.70 

22.73 

19.61 

Elm _ _ . 

11.47 

17.62 

86.39 

36.22 

36.28 


26.37 

C-nm, red end sep _ . .. 

9.63 

13.20 

32.68 

32.81 

3442 


22.68 

Hickory , 

18.78 

30.80 

4437 

37.08 

40.33 


32.65 

Meple ^ - - 

11.83 

15.77 

36.56 

35.35 

36.93 

3464 

28.80 

Oftlr _ 

13.78 

20.60 

37.87 

85.72 

8&43 

29.29 

27.68 

SynftTnnre__ 

11.04 

1487 

30.32 

29.31 

30.07 

28.64 

22.40 

THipelo. ^ 

(0 

11.87 

28.42 

2446 

25.39 

23.47 

19.05 

Weinnt-, _ I 

36.49 

43,79 

72.13 

111,64 

119.15 


90.44 

Ydlow i)oplBr.1 

14.03 

25.39 

4L65 

38.68 

40.66 

35.19 

30.02 

All THnds 

11.13 

15.38 

30.21 

. 25.80 

26.94 

22.81 

18.56 








Bureau of the Census in cooperation with the Forest Service. 


^ No data available. 
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Table 483 .—Fires on national forests, 1934-1931 



Damage 

Area 

burned! 

Timber 

destroyed 

Value all 
items 3 




Forest Service. 

1 Govemment and private land inside national-forest boundaries. 

2Includes the reported value of timber destroyed, forage, and buildings. 
"Includes the cost of emergency patrol, tools, and supphes. 


Table 4S4 .—Estimated lumber 'production, exports, imports, and consumption, 

specified years 


1 

1 

Year ! 

Estimated production 


Softwood 

Hardwood 

Total 


-V/f. b, m. 

Mft. b, TO. 

Mft. b, TO. 

1809. 


400,000 

1819. 



560,000 

1829. 

1839. 



850,000 

1,604,000 

1849. 



6,392,000 

1859. 



8,029,000 

1869. 



12,755,543 

1879. 



IS, 091,866 

1889. 



27.038,757 

1899. 

26,371,336 

8,706,259 

35,077,695 

1904. 

32,638,000 

10,462,000 

43,000,000 

1905. 

32,960.000 

10,540,000 

43.600,000 

1906_. 

34,900,000 

11,100,000 

46,000,000 

1907. 

34,946,000 

11,054.000 

46,000,000 

1908. 

31,946,000 

10,066.000 

42,000,000 

1909. 

33,896.969 

10,612,802 

44509,761 

1910. 

34,029,000 

33,020,000 

10,471,000 

44600,000 

1911. 

9,980,000 

43,000,000 

1912. 

34 686,000 

10,306,000 

46,000,000 

1913. 

34066.000 

9,936,000 

44000,000 

1914. 

31,481,000 

9,019,000 

40,600,000 

1916. 

29,656,000 

8,346,000 

38,000,000 

1916. 

31,344,000 

8,666,000 

40,000,000 

1917. 

28,326,000 

7,676,000 

36,000,000 

1918. 

25,277,000 

6,723,000 

32,000,000 

1919. 

27,407,130 

7,144,946 

34,652,076 

1920.. 

27,610,000 

7,390,000 

36,000,000 

1921. 

23.444,000 

5.566,000 

29,000,000 

1922. 

28,922,000 

6,328,000 

36,260,000 

1923. 

33,220,000 

31,649,000 

7,780,000 

41,000,000 

1924. 

7,961,000 

39,600,000 

1925. 

83,284000 

7,716,000 

41,000,000 

1926. 

32,078,000 

7,672,000 

39,760,000 

1927. 

29,976,000 

7,275,000 

37,260,000 

1928. 

29,852,000 

6,898,000 

86,760,000 

1929. 

29,813,346 

21,363,000 

7,072,687 

36,886,032 

1930. 

4,737,000 

26.100,000 

1931. 

13,875,000 

2,676,000 

16,560,000 


Forest Service. 


Exports 1 


b, m. 


134,370 
275,102 
671,076 
1,001,464 
2,166,681 
2,012,049 
2,317,477 
2,601,486 
2,064,748 
2,293,242 
2,662,197 
3,009,434 
3,038,173 
3,293,037 
2,294,475 
1,526,618 
1,571,546 
1,346,519 
1,233,706 
1,677,843 
1,916,166 
1,611,396 
1,960,639 
2,472,352 
2,712,601 
2,648,023 
2,870,146 
3,181,690 
3,382,281 
3,364,470 
2,410,210 
1,770,058 


Imports» 


Visible con¬ 
sumption * 


Per cap¬ 
ita con¬ 
sumption 
(rounded) 


2ilft. b. m. M ft, b. m. Ft. b. m. 

. 400,000 66 

. 660,000 66 

. 850,000 65 

. 1,604,000 96 

. 6,392,000 236 

. 8,029,000 260 

332,692 12,063,866 340 

366,304 18,171,668 365 

648,174 27,115,866 435 

423,928 34,497,059 460 

746,656 41,689,976 605 

938,001 42,425,962 605 

1,178,701 44,861,224 625 

1,066,966 44,665,479 510 

894,877 40,830,129 460 

1,083,018 43,299,637 476 

1,117,504 42,966,307 465 

925,488 40,916,054 435 

1,084,720 43,046,647 455 

1,031,016 41,719,979 430 

949,136 39,164,661 400 

1,096,287 37,669,669 380 

1,266,661 39,694,016 396 

1.234.447 36,887,928 350 

1,246,712 32,013,006 310 

1,190,846 34.065,078 325 

1,416,176 34,600,009 325 

902,216 28,390,820 260 

1,663,211 34,862,672 316 

1,993,327 39,722,975 355 

1,766,068 38,800,662 345 

1,876,101 39.463,078 345 

1,932,862 39,203,717 335 

1,781,116 35,424,526 300 

1.493.448 36,679,167 305 

1,670,082 33,680,644 276 

1,240,120 26,686,968 210 

768,464 16,197,088 180 


U *S principally from foreign commerce and navigation of the United States, 

> Beginning with 1923 these figures include allowance for the reported net change in mill stocks. 
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Table 485. —Pulpwood comumption, wood-pulp and paper production bu States. 

m8-19Sl 


Wood-pulp production Paper production 



Bureau of the Census in cooperation with the Forest Service. 

1 Included with Oregon. 

> Induded in All other States.*' 

8 Indudes California. 

Table 486. — Pulpwood consumption, wood-pulp and paper production of the 
United States, 1899 and 1904-1931 


Wo^-pulp Paper pro- 
°°^tira^^ production duction 
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Table 487. —Pulpwood consumption, by kinds, 1909,1919, 1989—19S1 


Kind of wood 


1909 


1919 


1929 


1930 


1931* 


Spruce: 

Domestic.. 

Imported. 

Hemlock: 

Domestic. 

Imported. 

Pine: 

Southern yellow pine. 

Jack pme. 

IMiscwaneous pines... 
Poplar: 

Domestic. 

Imported. 

Balsam fir: 

Domestic. 

Imported. 

Yellowpoplar. 

White nr. 

Beech, birch, and maple.. 

Gum. 

Tamarack Garch>. 

Other woods. 

Slabs and mill waste. 


Total.. 


Cords 


539,657 


90,885 

302,876 

25,622 

95,366 


37,176 

31,390 


188,077 

248,977 


4,001,607 


Cords 

2,313,419 

873,795 

795,154 


234,463 
51,581 
7,566 

ISa 160 

158,220 

181,840 
106,974 
72,605 
31,138 
*183,426 


44,042 

38,013 

175,081 


Cords 

2,074,267 

1,029,913 

1,309,170 
15,379 

1,036,272 

*205,760 


Cords 

1,844,937 

888,255 

*1,222,961 


1,030,273 

200,970 


329,466 

167,829 

317,562 

45,412 

129,697 

111,054 

76,950 

39,685 

51,835 

153,485 

561,285 


291,897 

159,092 

330,548 

48,935 

107,796 

00,652 

68,848 

41,825 

40,054 


595,502 


5,477,832 


7,645, oil 


7,195,524 


Cords 

1,651,051 


*1,191,048 


1,294,503 

*159,273 


94,238 

338,790 
55,601 
73,604 
109,277 
69,681 
22,440 
35,433 
126,942 
558,043 


6,722.766 


Bureau of the Census in cooperation with the Forest Service. 
1 Preliminary. 

* Includes a small quantity of imported wood. 

* Included in ** Miscellaneous pines.” 

* Includes chestnut. 


Table 488. — Paper: Consumption by kinds, and apparent per capita, specified 

years, beginning 1810^ 


Year 

News¬ 

print 

Book 

Boards 

Wrap¬ 

ping 

Fine 

Mother 

AU kinds 

Apparent 
per capita 


urn 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 



short tons 

short tons 

short (0718 

short tims 

short tons 

short tons 

sboittons 

Pounds 

i8in _ _ . 







*3 

1 

1819. 







*12 

2 

1839_ 

.. 





>38 

4 

1849.. 





>78 

7 

1859. 





> 127 

g 

1S69____ 





391 

20 

1879. 







457 

18 

1889. 







1,121 

36 

1899. 

569 

314 

394 

535 

113 

233 

2 ; 158 

57 

1904. 

883 

495 

531 

644 

142 

365 

3,050 

74 

1909. 

1,159 

689 

883 

763 

193 

637 

4,224 

93 

1914. 

1,576 

926 

1,292 

892 

244 

566 

6,496 

112 

1917. 

1,824 

846 

1,805 

814 

276 

691 

6,256 

122 

1918. 

1,760 

800 

1,927 

859 

348 

693 

6,387 

123 

1919. 

1,892 

838 

1,940 

825 

806 

692 

6,493 

124 

1920. 

2,196 

1,060 

2,301 

1,003 

871 

930 

7,861 

148 

1921. 

2,002 

707 

1,641 

770 

230 

704 

6,054 

112 

1922. 

2,451 

968 

2,154 

1,059 

356 

1,015 

8,003 

146 

1923. 

2,814 

1,335 

2,802 

1,177 

374 

938 

9,340 

167 

1926. 

3,073 

1,365 

3,290 

1,287 

472 

1,013 

10,590 

184 

1926. 

3,517 

1,403 

3,637 

1,435 

495 

1,315 

11,807 

203 

1927. 

3,492 

1,265 

3,737 

1,615 

502 

1,404 

11,915 

202 

1928. 

3,561 

1,321 

4,009 

1,457 

538 

1,562 

12,448 

208 

1929. 

3.813 

1,471 

4,398 1 

1,686 

593 

1,490 1 

13,351 

220 

1930.. 

3,496 

1,870 

i014 

1,556 

564 

1,261 

12,251 

199 

1931. 

' 3.261 

1,195 

3,795 

1,333 

480 

1,116 

11.230 

181 


Forest Service. A computed table based on Bureau of the Census and Forest Service bulletins. 


'Imports added to Cnited States production and domestic exports deducted. 

* Domestic production only, value of exports and imports being approximately eqmd. 
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Table 489 .—Stock grazed on the national forests, and receipts, 1905-19SB 


Fiscal year 


Cattle 


Horses 


Swine 


Sheep 


Goats 


Receipts for 
crazing by 
nscal years 


1906_.- 

1006... 

1007.. . 

1008.. . 
1000 ... 
1010 ... 
1011 ... 

1912.. . 

1913.. . 

1914.. . 

1915.. . 

1016.. . 

1917.. . 

1918.. . 

1919.. . 

1920.. . 
1920®.. 

19218.. 

19228.. 

1923 8 .. 

1924 8.. 

1925 «.. 

19268.. 

19278.. 
1928*.. 

19298.. 
1930 «.. 

19318.. 

1932.. . 


Number 
632,793 
1,015,148 
1,200,168 
1,304,142 
1,491,385 
1,409,873 

1.351.922 
1,403,026 

1.456.922 
1,617,045 
1,627,321 
1,758,764 
1,953,198 
2,137,854 
2,136,627 
2,033,800 

88,699 

1,909,680 

1,882,491 

1,804,274 

1,664,087 

1,538,942 

1,456,858 

1,403,192 

1,335,903 

1,322,466 

1,321,431 

1,338,373 


Number 

59,331 


s 


76,003 

90,019 

84,562 

91,616 

95,343 

97,919 

99,836 


98.903 
98,880 

102,156 

93,261 

83,015 

6,444 

78,115 

67,856 

64,104 

58,184 

57.904 
67,396 
55,629 
51,956 
48,171 
42,357 
37,335 


Number 


2,076 
4,501 
3,146 
4,500 
4,330 
3,277 
3,381 
2,792 
2,968 
2,306 
3,371 
5,154 
4,066 
1,010 
2,453 
2,149 
1,347 
1,560 
846 
1,085 
997 
1,206 
853 
540 
431 


Number 

1,709,987 

6,762,200 

6,657,083 

6,960,919 

7,679,698 

7,558,660 

7,371,747 

7,467,890 

7,790,953 

7,560,186 

7,232,276 

7,843,205 

7,686.034 

8,454,240 

7,935,174 

7,271,136 


6,936,377 
6,497,912 
6,377,759 
3,301,308 
6,162,263 
6,212,657 
6,376,838 
6,497,081 
6,650,719 
6,799,236 


Number 


a 


a 

126,192 

139,896 

90,300 

77,668 


76,898 
68,616 
51,409 
43,268 
49,939 
57,968 
60,789 
53,685 
3,346 
43,574 
86,153 
81,379 
29,068 
19,795 
15,666 
18,046 
17,070 
15,487 
13,496 
14,645 


Dollare 

0 ) 

513,000 

857,005 

947,365 

<1,022,516 

960,971 

927,967 

<961,489 

999,369 

1,002,348 

1,130,495 

1,210,216 

1,549,795 

1,725,822 

2,609,170 

2,486,040 


2,132,076 
1,315,976 
2,341,486 
1,916,581 
1,725,377 
1,421,589 
1,530,952 
1, 713,730 
1,74a 290 
1,942,914 
1,96a 642 
82a 960 


Forest Service. 


1 No data available. 

> Included with cattle. 
«Included with sheep. 


< Subject to revision. 

* Last 6 months only. 

* Calendar year. 


Table 490 .—Number of stock grazed in national forests, by States, calendar year 
19S1, and total grazing receipts, fiscal year 1932 


State 1 

1 

1 

1 

Cattle 1 

Horses 

Swine 

Sheep 

1 

1 Goats 

Receipts 

from 

grazing^ 

1 

AlfthftTnA J 

Number 

15 

185,536 

1 1,378 

142,032 
2Sa446 
2,223 
113,856 
126,200 
11,192 
5a 305 
190 
8ai97 
330 
2,397 
81,170 
57 
28,416 
312 
108,249 
1,035 
12,334 
420 
104,083 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

JOollart 

15 

8a296 
631 
72; 012 
156,658 
900 

Arlznnft. _ _ _ _ _ 1 

1,465 

11 

4,880 

2,777 

204 

890,633 

3,345 

10 

1,327, 

33 

ArlrAnsAS__I 

nAUfrtmift _ _ __1 

125 

397,837 
1,03a S53 
899 
1,324,718 
613,291 

fJnlnrAdo __ _ __] 



TrtAhA 1 

a 199 
a223 
442 
2,117 

^651 j 



: 107,343 

57,365 

1 4,277 

1 4a094 

148 
49,822 
166 
334 
69,680 
40 

MnntATiA _ 1 

I" 

87 

- _ _■ 


Nevada __i 


i 335,238 j 


New Hampshire _ _ 



New Mexico_ 

102 1 

1 217,044 1 

38 ' 

6,592 

North Garohna 

Oklahoma. _ _ __ 

1 ■ ■" ‘ 



Orflgnn . __ 

2,009 j 

1. 

655,014 1 50 

Peinnsyivao 


Snnth OAlrnta __ 

986 

1. 

34,193 
105 
774,720 
558 
15a 494 
731 
661,817 


5,447 

T'enneesee - -_ 



85 

82,041 

396 

7,929 

321 

93,576 

TTtAh 

3,678 

10 

409 

15 

3,958 


201 

Virgintfl- -n _ 


XVashingtrOoi _ _ 



Vircrintfl 



Wyoming,..—.... 



Tntal _ 

1,338,373 1 37,335 

431 I a593,5b3| 14,645 

I 

*829,960 



Forest Service. 


1 Includes grazing trespass. 

* Includes Georgia, $60; Maine, $10; South Carolina, $15. 
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Table 491. — Free-use Umbers cut from national forests, by States, 1928-1931 


State 1 

1 

Calendar year 192S 

Calendar year 1929 

Calendar year 1930 

Calendar year 1931 

i 

Tot^l 

1 quantity 

Estimat¬ 
ed users 

Total 

quantity 

Estimat¬ 
ed users 

Total 

quantity 

Estimat¬ 
ed users 

Total 

quantity 

Estimat¬ 
ed users 

Mftb m. 

Alaska. ZOUti I 

Arizona.. 6, W2 

Arkansas. 23 

California. 2,805 | 

Colorado., 9,728 

Xumber 

Site 

4,448 

3 

2,472 
4, 241 

Jbift.b m 
533 
7,574 
25 
3,905 
7,436 

Number 

o02 

5,929 

17 

2,596 

2,674 

Mft.b m 
510 
8,921 
132 
3,949 
9,326 

Number 

503 

4,637 

46 

3,203 

3,120 

Mft.b.m. 
74 
10,879 
331 
6,674 
10,894 
45 
30,976 
981 
219 
17,375 
53 
1,757 
22,503 
1,554 
118 
22,677 1 
2,000 
3,566 
1,706 
22,620 
436 
2,741 
81 
61 
8,361 

Number 

7 

7,495 
95 
8,548 
4,138 
55 
14,743 
254 
110 
9,281 

32 
470 

14,473 
675 
114 
2,949 
500 
1,352 
895 
12,660 
306 
721 

33 
12 

1,800 

Idaho.1 16,160 1 

Michigan. 70 

Minnesota. 137 , 

Montana. 7,852 

4,700 

19 

10 

1 3,826 

14,936 

475 

167 

10,426 

4,797 
61 
56 
6,144 

22,^1 

918 

183 

16,800 

7,289 

131 

40 

11,961 

Nevada. 

New Mexico. 

North Carolina. 

Oklahoma_ 

Oregon. 

Pennsylvania. 

South Dakota. 

Teimessee. 

Utah. 

Virginia. 

Washington. 

West Virginia. 

1 

7,643 1 
746 
55: 

1 6,949 

1 1.234 

985 ; 
9.637 
, 4271 

' 751 

1 13 

[ 439 

6,163 
313 
60 

i 1,260 

3 

434 

435 
7,108 

225 

195 

5 

1,735 

10,614 

778 

60 

6,360 

25 

1,751 

656 

11,389 

316 

727 

31 

419 

7,216 

406 
65 

1,382 

5 

523 

407 
6,788 

187 

237 

10 

1,793 

15,818 

709 

65 

8,882 

350 

1,765 

607 

13,293 

491 

1,142 

418 

7,797 

371 

70 

1,864 

84 

609 

326 

9,239 

287 

816 

Wyoming. 

Total. 

1 6,819 I 

1,298 

6,849 

1,684 

7,821 

1,720 

' 8^442 1 

) 1 

38,165 

86,768 I 

42,135 

116,096 

53,930 

167,680 

81,618 


Forest Service. 


Table 492. —Turpentine and rosin; industrial consumption, average, 1925-1929, 

annual 1930 and 1931 


Tnrpentine 1 Eosin 


Industry 

Average 

1625>1929 

1930 

1931 

Average 

1925-1929 

1930 

1931 

Automobiles and wagons. 

Chemicals and pharmaceuticals. 

Foundries and foundry supplies. 

Linoleum___ 

Gallons 

211,779 

49,203 

17,005 

3,066 

95 

42,673 

98,082 

5,874 

4,764,403 

12,675 

66,022 
30,364 
617,449 
' 3,260 

Gallons 

80,953 

70,185 

27,144 

2,764 

Gallons 
87,072 
41,259 
a 305 
2,703 

600- 
found 
barrels 
1,261 
6,138 
21.823 
44,541 
2,966 
3,427 
54,203 
331,671 
241,102 
14,699 

42,433 
233 1 
736 
226,867 

m- 

pound 
barrels 
3,523 
5,246 
17,399 
20,458 
2,953 
8,752 
49,828 
341,327 
192,878 
13,104 

26,291 
3,086 I 
610 1 
218,967 

500- 
pound 
Darrels 
591 
3,938 
7,193 
21,746 
2,453 
2,362 
29,566 
299,934 
165,692 
15,164 

13,902 

74 

587 

239,869 

Matches.-.—- 

MiscellAnAniiR _ ___ 

65,556 

21,776 

1,771 

4,089,743 

11,209 

7a 236 
85,520 
627,838 
10,639 

40,917 ! 
64,224 
2,349 1 
3,444,882 
14,562 ! 

42,353 

46,258 

555,016 

6,700 

Oils and greases. 

Paper and paper size. 

Paint and varnish. 

Printing Ink. 

Sealing wax, pitch, insulations, and | 

plastics. 

Shipyards, car shops. 

Shoe polish. 

Soap. 

Total. 

, 6,911,250 

6,046,224 

4,343,630 

989,498 

908,422 

792,970 


Bureau of Chemistry and Soils. 
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Table 493.— Hunters* licenses issued hy States, with total money returns, seasons 

1930 and 1931 1 


Licenses issued 


State 

Resident 

Nonresident 
and alien 

1 

Total j 

Money returns 



1931 

1930 

1931 

B 

B 


1931 


Number 

Number 

Num¬ 

ber 

Num¬ 

ber 

Number 

1 

Number 

DoUars 

Dollars 

Alaska. 


1 (*) 

214 

198 

*214 

219S 

3 14,950 00 

na29o.oo 

Alabama. 

84,794 

79,381 

223 

199 

85,017 

T9,5S0 

117.478 51 

110,630.05 

Arizona. 

8 29,175 

8 26,978 

3 950 

*291 

8 3a 125 

8 27,269 

* 113,602.60 

8 75.395.00 

Arkansas. 

83.000 

62,946 

212,876 

1,830 

2,203 

1,033 

84,830 

63,979 

112,575.00 

78,4i>a60 

California. 

229,767 

3 110,888 

1,466 

231,970 

214,342 

, 464,157.00 

423,718.50 

Colorado. 

8100,655 

323 

197 1 

*111,211 

8 lOO, 862 

8 241,605.26 

3 218,606.75 

Connecticut. 

8 28,465 

8 30,548 

8 587 

8 513 

8 29,052 

*31,061 

*109,680.00 

3 115,988.00 

Delaware. 

82,193 

81,686 

8 162 

113 

*2,355 

81.799 

8 4,623.00 

! 8 3,390.00 

Florida. 

53,155 

47,670 

623 

566 

63,778 

48,236 

134,060.00 

119,644 00 

Georgia. 

47,006 

48,010 

162 

168 

47,168 

48, ITS 

69,000.67 

85,646.00 

Idaho - - - -- 

86,004 

340,547 

888,275 

1 302,458 

506 

*505 

86,510 
342,546 

3 318.949 

*88,780 

303,301 

171,747.65 

286,233.00 

3 173,446.25 
239,488.50 

Illinois. 

1,999 

843 

IndiftTift 

8 318,534 

18304,444 

8 416 

*342 

8 304,786 

8 292,905.00 

3 279,261.80 

Iowa. 

8 227,483 

'*279,383 

*248 1 

246 

8 227,731 

279,629 

8 231,208.00 

3 283,073.00 

Kansas. 

143,539 

130,474 

93 

130 

143,632 

130,604 

144,934.00 

131,384 00 

Kentucky. 

106,151 

84,699 

395 

218 

106,546 

84,917 

94,178.00 

74,174.15 

Louisiana. 

107,844 

95,494 

314 

275 

lOS, 158 

95,769 

115,794.00 

102,469.00 

Maine. 

8 78,959 

8 108,205 

4,639 

4,050 

*83,598 

8 112,255 

3 97,521.46 

*113,240.00 

Maryland. 

71,576 

6a 684 

1,979 

1,432 

73,555 

62,116 

140,004.65 

115,475 65 

Massachusetts.... 

8118,861 

8 in, 192 
302,058 

3,585 

8 2,855 

*122,446 

*114,047 

*257,138.00 

*291,238.60 

Michigan. 

404,129 

2,704 

1,253 

406,833 

303.311 

625,601.25 

646,476.00 

Minnesota. 

245,972 

183,974 

368 

195 

246,340 

184,169 

274,324.55 

170,051.60 

Missouri. 

8 230,714 

8 197,118 

8721 

8 558 

8 231,435 

*197,676 

8 322,189.60 

» 244,067.70 

Montana.... 

883,388 

8 94,816 

212 

167 

*83.600 

*94,983 

3 170,706.00 

8 163,121.80 

Nebraska. 

8 187,231 

8 182,453 

441 

506 

* 187,672 

8 182,959 

*191,641.00 

8 187,609.00 

Nevada. 

7,142 

5,866 

134 

53 

7,276 

5,919 

21,565.00 

8 134,999.60 

16,195.00 

New Hampshire-. 

8 63,716 

8 54,903 

8 2,375 

82,309 

8 66,091 

8 57,212 

8 136,213.60 

New Jersey. 

*195,216 

8191,848 

*1,755 

*1,404 

8 196,971 

3 193,252 

8 279,336.60 

8 273,003.60 

New Mexico. 

8 18,249 

! 8 19,664 

*1,636 

*1,741 

*19,884 

8 21,395 

808,038.25 

898,640.50 

New York. 

8 701,456 

*576,538 

*4,961 

84,305 

706,417 

*580,933 

*728,992.66 

*1,108,60454 

North Carolina... 

124,234 

106,973 

26,312 

1,275 

1,077 

125,509 

108,050 

203,433.60 

177,100.38 

North Dakota_ 

33,550 

156 

66 

33.706 

26,377 

50.834.00 

46,721.40 

Ohio. 

446.329 

455,518 

98 

71 

446,427 

455,589 

447,799.00 

45a 583.00 

Oklahoma. 

127,841 

89,416 

888 

516 

128,729 

89,932 

132,945.00 

92,075.60 

Oregon. 

8 64,314 

864,056 

609 

445 , 

8 64,923 

3 64,501 

8 233,778.00 

8 225,981.00 

Pennsylvania. 

505,103 

530,392 

4,823 

6,009 

509,926 

536,401 

1,02a 745.70 

1,095,025.30 

Rhode Island. 

9,503 

8,702 

263 

203 ! 

9,766 

8,905 

21,703.00 

19,65400 

146,706.00 

South Carolma,— 

99,521 

89,118 

1,598 

1,596 

101,119 
*110.141 j 

00,714 

16S,761.00 

South Dakota. 

8 107,346 

67,845 

2,795 

739 

68,584 

8 18a 067.00 

Sa320.00 

Tennessee. 

C) 

45,087 

(*) 

126 

0) ! 

45,213 

(‘) 

68,087.72 

Texas. 

113,017 

113,121 

478 

611 

113,625 

113,632 

219,652.95 

22a 515.85 

Utah. 

848,227 

846,581 

*282 

*381 

*48,489 

8 46,962 

*106.079.30 

8102,427.80 

Vermont. 

8 39,737 

3 42,871 

31,14* 

*1,211 

*40,878 

8 151,483 

8 44,082 

*57,644.95 

3 61,45a 85 

Virginia. 

3 148,790 

8 137,312 

8 2,693 

8 2,074 

3 139,886 
8204,085 

*259,308.55 

*239,777.00 

*351,285.95 

Washington. 

8 207,862 

8 201,798 

3,697 

82,287 

8211,649 

3 146,104 

8 377,945.00 

West Virginia. 

8 145,809 

3 91,753 

295 

*209 

3 91,962 

8 169,112:50 

8151,447.50 

Wisconsm. 

204,855 

171,615 

314 

120 

206,169 

171,735 

19a 969.50 

157,453.39 

Wyoming. 

8 21,169 

3 22,635 

412 

8 374 

*21,581 

323,009 

88a 04150 

379,05a 90 

Totals*_ 

6,842,381 

6,296,391 

58,553 

46,235 

6,900,934 ^6,342,626 

10,017,564.43 

9,867,352,63 


Bureau of Biological Survey. 

1 Figures are for the fiscal year or season ended in the calendar year named»^flgures in the columns 
have been revised from those shown in the 1932 Yearbook (Table 498, p. 929) for Florida, Indiana, Kentucky, 
New York, Utah, and Washington. 

8 No resident license required, 
s Combined hunting and fishing license. 

* Not available. , ^ 

< Fxdusive of Mississippi for both years and of Tennessee for 1930, as the figures are not available* 




















































YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 



























































































































































756 


YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE, 1933 


Table 495 .—Mileage of roads in State highway systems, including Federal-aid 
system, at end of 1931, and total mileage 1921, 1923—1931, as reported by State 
highway departments 


Earth nonsur- 
faced 


Surfaced roads by types 


Bitu¬ 
mi¬ 
nous p 

^ Brick 
(in- 

mao- clud- block 

adam ing 
ah4t 



Bureau of Public Roads. 

1 Includes 1,008 miles of miscellaneous sarthdng not aUooated by types, 
s Revised figures. 
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Table 496 .—Total State highway income and funds available^ 1931, as reported by 

State authorities 





Total 

funds 

available 

Bal¬ 
ances 
at first 
of year 

Total in¬ 
come for 
State 
high¬ 
ways 



mm 

dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

13,599 

2,282i 

11,317. 

IBUi 

98 

7,578 

8.644 

17,121. 

49,217 

11,995 

37,222 

12,593 



9,054 

1,164 

7,890. 

5,011 

217 

4,794 

12,976 

1,075 

11,901. 

21,362 

1,639 

19,713 

Ml 

144 

8.056 

58.941 


48,904 


1,629 

25,673 

5.876 

36,775 

20,581 

msm 

18,062 

28,267 

9,301 

18,966 


4,162 
526 

48,843 

21,096 

18.930 

2,167 

16,773 

31,324 

38.612 

7,288 

42,370 

5,312 


43,848 


36,543 

7,636 



47,328 
7,172 

5,001 

-362 


14,399 

382 


1,515 

-181 

1,696 

9,876 

1,273 


73,925 

20,330 

53,595 

9,190 

505 

8,685 

143,038 

71,925 


27,771 

HESS 

21,877 



7,201 


2,282 

793 

4a 821 

ia906. 

16,945 

19,814 

2,369 

89.581 

8,30b 

81,275 

6,192 

1,058 

15,009 

5,134 

35,76C 

19,851 

12,96C 

3,163 

9,797 

49,21fi 

25,681 

23,537 

55,887 

7,107 

4,967 

70 

M 'll 11 

7 ; 097 

7,60J 

-202 

7,811 

23,18? 

Hi 


17,681 

31,889 


8,817 


8,292 

24,513 

S,39S 

369 


. 1,367,97( 

275,33^ 



State 


Current revenue from State 
sources 


Contnbutfons 
from other than 
State sources 


State 
taxes 
ind ap¬ 
propri¬ 
ations 


Motor- 

vehicle 


Gaso- 
Ihne-tax ■ 


receipts revenue 


Miscel¬ 

laneous 


Fed- I 
eral-aid 
and 
emer¬ 
gency 
ladvance, 
funds 
used 


Trans¬ 

fers 

from 

coun¬ 

ties 


Loans 


State 

high¬ 

way 

bonds 

and 

notes 

sold 


Alabama.... 

Anzona. 

Arkansas.— 
California... 
Colorado.— 
Connecticut. 
Delaware--- 

Florida_ 

Georgia. 

Idaho. 

Illinois. 

Indiana. 

Iowa. 

Kansas. 

Kentucky_ 

Louisiana.... 

Maine.- 

Maryland 


Michigan. 

Minnesota. 

Mississippi. 

Missouri. 

Montana. 

Nebraska. 

Nevada. 

New Hampshire- 

New Jersey. 

New Mexico. 

New York. 


Ohio. 

Oklahoma_ 

Oregon. 

Pennsylvania. 
Bhode Island. 


Tennessee... 

Texas. 

XJthh. 

Vermont.— 

Virginia_ 

Washington- 
West Virginia.— 
Wisconsin.. 
Wyoming- 


Total. 


J,000 

dollars 


1,365 


4,514 

471 


1,267 


706 


290 


1,000 
dollars 
2,67^ 
703 
3,539 
3,910 
039 
4,612 
1,106 
3,243 
4,156 
181 
19,201 
5.975| 
11,6931 
3,9301 


2,506 

2,237 

4591 


1,126 


101 

101 


6,538 

237' 

4,801 


503 


1,126 
'”302 


407 

1,226 


36 

1,830 


S> 

41‘ 


4,548 

2,971 

2,450 

6,901 

14,385 

10,777 

151 

10,118 


1,184 
293 
2,052 
7,230 
496 
27,773 
6,268 
909 
6,739 
2,094 
3,962 
29,866 
2,355 
2,808 
1,432 
4,““ 
4.441 
802' 
2.3541 
6.173 
3,602| 
4.703 
8,498 
743 


1,000 

dollars 

3,484 

1,878 

3,702 

23,935. 

4,220 

2,172 

I, 071 
5,572 
8,885 
2,972 
19,085 
13,422 
6,426 
6.224 
8,772 
7,545 
2,203 
6,510 
13,936 
17,041 
8,600 
2,917 
9,501 
2,978 
6,966. 

375 

2,685 

II, 596 
2,354 

20,111 
12,447 
1,350 
23,973 
7,984 
5,940 
27,634 
1,4“ 
5,981 
8,346 
9,901 
22,959 
2,463 
1,835 
7,619 
9,143. 
5,387. 
6,315 
1,189 


I 


1,000 

dollars 

332! 

11 


1,000 
dollars ' 
4,317 
3,6ti0 
5,811. 
4,4941 
4,793 
597 
1,330'. 
2,8321 
5,513< 
3.525, 
10,0641. 
5,1531 
6.031i 
6,779 
4,440 
4,052 


1,000 I 2,000 

dollars dollars 

507. 

01 . 

.I 2,000 


2,456 
4,024 
3,167 
5,444 
3,149 
7,224 
4.163 
5,692 
731 
046 
3,053 
4,503 
14,564 
3,050 


9,171 

6,273 

4,535 

10,284 

951 

4,805 

4,478 

4,507 

11,994 

2,772 

970 

3,394 

3,534 


396 


3,747 

2.742 


35,4381 


253,403. 386,183| 21,143] 218,0741 


ISO 

413. 


”'244r 

1,048|.. 

550- 


1,105' 
1,316 
82 
5,181 
1,226 
3,735 
876 


12,020 


559 

103 

373 

74 

33 

1,441 

279 

32 

2,773 


32,453 

4,497 

1,066 

2,143 

'i0,’660 


1,027 

431 

923 

257 

3,00S| 


4 

277 

11,129 

601 

397 

296 

1,402 

13 

5,721 

98 


160 

1,000 

18,730 

1,00U 


905 

10,000 


6,002 


2,000 


10,000 

”^820 


47,782 130^613 


Bureau of Public Boads. 
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Table 497 .—Total State highway and bridge disbursements, 1931, as reported by 

State authorities 


State 


Grand 
total diS' 
burse- 
ments 


Expenditures for State highway purposes 


Total , 
expend¬ 
itures 


Capital 
Invest¬ 
ment in| 
con¬ 
struc¬ 
tion 
and 
right of 
way 


Main¬ 

tenance] 


Equip¬ 
ment 
land ma¬ 
chinery 


Miscel-I 

laneous 

ex- 


I Interest 
on 

bonds 


Retire- 
Iment of] 
bonds 


Other disbursements by 
State highway de¬ 
partments 


Trans¬ 
fers to 
coun¬ 
ties, etc. 


Other 

obliga¬ 

tions 

im¬ 

posed 

by 

stat¬ 

utes 


Alabama- 

Arizona. 

Arkansas. 

California.... 

Colorado. 

Connecticut.. 

Delaware-— 

Florida. 

Georgia. 

Idaho. 

Illinois. 

Indiana...... 

Iowa.. 


Kentucky. 

Louisiana........ 

Maine. 

Maryland. 

Massachusetts... 

Michigan. 

Minnesota. 

Mississippi. 


Montana. 

Nebraska. 

Nevada. 

New Hampshire- 

New Jersey. 

New Mexico. 

New York. 

North Carolina.. 
North Dakota.... 

Ohio. 

Oklahoma_ 

Or^on. 

Pennsylvania.... 
Rhode Island.... 

South Carolina_ 

South Dakota.... 


Texas. 

Utah. 

Vermont. 

Virginia. 

Washington_ 

West V&ginia. 

Wisconsin. 

Wyoming. 


um 

dollars 

14,623 

7,242 

26,291 

36,815 

11,862 

6,663 

4,425 

12,070 

17,468 

7,717 

42,622 

20,771 

36,827 

17,448 

23,561 


18,442 

16,162 


36,540 

36,578 

6,874 

42,841 

7,173 

13,718 

1,695 

8,489 

52,860 

8,762 

73,924 

26,193 

6,957 

34,161 

16,047 

17,136 

65,531 

6,188 

31.681 
12,674 
41,209 
42, IM 

6.824 

6,999 

2^022 

17.681 
24,385 
19,371 

7,097 


1,000 
dollars 
13,116 
6,863 
20,769 
35,040 
10,618 
5,097 
2,927 
11,767 
17,444 
6,501 
38,346 
19,171 
35,198 
17,246 
22,952 
47,217 
11,472 
13,292 
14,477 
34,635 
31,108 
6,866 
39,514 
7,146 
13,622 
1,510 
7,835 
48,851 
8,242 
70,004 
20,429 
5,807 
32,466 
14,777 
13,879 
57,641 
6.061 
26,267 
8,703 
37,979 
41,204 
6,350 
6,276 
20,601 
15,568 
20,776 
19,359 
6,694 


1,000 

dollars 

9,054 

5,382 

10,666 

26,244 

8,335 

3,447 

2,168 

9,169 

14,812 

5,200 


16,745 

28,082 

12,382 

18,082 

39,172 

7,631 

10,409 

10,840 

26,017 

23,197 

4,846 

31,677 

6,088 

10,636 

1,149 

2,794 

40,676 

6,941 

57,496 

10,924 

4,433 

21,565 

11,974 

10,385 

36,560 

3,863 

22,872 

6,579 

26,869 

30,372 

4,505 

4,154 

14,231 

12,381 

14,111 

16,295 

6,408 


1,000 

dollars 

1,483 

1,242 

1,801 

6,006 

1,453 

1,394 

2,467 

2,211 

1,094 

8,446 

2.744 
3,362 
3,218 
3,720 

4.744 
1,678 
1,789 
3,016 
6,660 
5,534 
1,828 
4,076 

818 


311 
4,810 
3,185 
1,515 
9,404 
3,960 
1,238 
10,901 
2,835 
2,078 
11,591 
1,712 
2,113 
1,936 
4,534 
10,330 
1,237 
1,564 
5,973 
3,006 
3,321 
4,047 
970 


1,000 

dollars 

334 

229 

250 

51 

340 

81 

59 

131 

419 

76 

502 


1,646 

704 

1,136 

738 


719 

788 

192 

580 

240 

185 

29 

68 

96 

107 

1,868 


134 


468 


5,050 

103 

122 

7 

1,431 

397 

260 

280 


211 

17 

15 

172 


1,000 

dollars 

8 


176 


10 

23 

653 


763 


567 


105 

12 


99 


1,000 

dollars 

2,237 


1,000 

dollars 

1,299 


8,052 

2,739 


3,638 

1,776 

1,344 


465 


1,340 


132 


3,764 


859 

2,000 

1,600 

1,593 


436 

2,142 

872 

855 

283 

2,249 

1,589 


2,591 

631 

1,382 

274 

1,833 

3,294 


3,281 


2,022 


21 

173 

3,665 

416 

1,178 

4,793 

4 


171 

400 

3.919 
520 

3.920 


400 

1,000 


1,887 

3,873 

244 

1,057 

154 

5,145 


1,975 

3,000 

59 

m 

3,000 

2,559 


278 

298 


438 

400 

1,000 


3.326 


8,400 


1,000 

dollars 


1,875 


42 


1,467 


10 


6,777 

’7,"576' 


1,776 

‘“““ 46 ' 


7 

218 


2,946 

760 


270 

1,138 

831 

66 

4,941 


306 


2,083 

12 


Total.1,091,010 


979,592 730,956 


160,980 


21,483 


4,312 


61,882 


67,278 


32,970 


1,000 

dollars 

108 


514 

158 

303 

24 

357 

809 


192 

169 

225 

562 

1,478 

5,997 

72 

400 

8 

1,265 

27 

96 

7 

36 

90 


155 


695 


144 

4,059 

2 

209 

132 

671 


17 

421 


19i» 

12 

38 


21,170 


Bureau of Public Roads. 
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Table 498.— Motor-vehide registration and revenues, 19S1, as reported by State 

authorities 


State 


Registered motor vehicles 


All motor 
cars and 
trucks 


autos, taxis, 
and busses 


Motor 
trucks 
and road 
tractors 


Gross 
registra¬ 
tion re¬ 
ceipts 


Disposition of gross receipts ^ 


Collec¬ 

tion 


Loc^ 

roads 


On 

road 

bonds 

and 

miscel¬ 

laneous 


Alabama.. 

Arizona. 

Arkansas. 

Oalifomia. 

Colorado. 

Connecticut. 

Delaware. 

District of Columbia 

Florida. 

Georgia. 

Idaho. 

Ulinols. 

TTidlftna ____ 

Iowa-. 

Kansas. 

Kentucky. 

Louisiana. 

Maine. 

Maryland. 

Massachusetts. 

Michigan. 

Minnesota. 

Mississippi. 

Missoun. 

Montana. 

Nebraska. 

Nevada. 

New Hampshire- - - - 

New Jersey. 

New Mexico. 

New York. 

North Carolina. 

North Dakota. 

Ohio. 

Oklahoma. 


Pennsylvania,, _ 
Rhode Island- 
South Carolina- 

South Dakota_ 

Tennessee. 

Texas. 

Utah. 

Vermont. 

Virginia. 

Washington. 

West V&ginia— 

Wisconsin. 

Wyoming. 


Number 

246,465 

105,572 

180,731 

2,043,281 

308,458 

336,040 

55,202 

173.519 
323,260 
320,840 
111,663 

1,612,770 
862,672 
748,438 
559,176 
327,326 
263,050 
188,238 
325,372 
840,190 
1,230,080 
720,401 
183,650 
752,805 
127,166 
416,131 
32,168 
111,510 
869,867 
81,325 
2,297,249 
428,737 
171,293 
1,710,625 
482,725 
278,225 
1,741,942 

137.878 
203,719 
193,025 

350.520 
1,297,301 

108,958 

83,877 

379,227 

420.878 
253,308 
754,249 

62,101 


Number 

212,493 

92,936 

149,456 

1,798,068 

276.876 

284,081 

45,211 

155,334 

271,636 

274,676 

96,228 

1,411,261 

732,846 

670,024 

478,692 

292,357 

215,267 

149,467 

289,292 

736,802 

1,078,346 

611,966 

152,929 

656,830 

103,129 


25,218 


736,506 
65,441 
1,966,436 
374,162 
144,705 
1,518,696 
428,140 
256,276 
1,522,130 
118,313 
180,280 
169,509 
316,544 
1,086,310 
91,381 
75,424 
322,594 
360,796 
213,949 
640,476 
51,388 


Total. 


25,814,103 


22,347,800 


Number 

33,972 


31,276 

245,213 

32,082 

51,959 

9,991 

18,186 

51,724 

46,264 

15,435 

201,509 

129,826 

78,414 

80,484 


47,783 

38,771 

36,080 

103,888 

152,635 

108,435 

30,721 

95,975 

24,037 

59,848 

6,960 

18,671 

133,361 

15,884 

330,813 

54,575 


191,929 

54,585 


219,812 

19,565 


23,516 

33,976 

210,991 

17,577 

8,453 

56,633 

60,082 

39,359 

113,773 

10,713 


1,000 

dollars 

3,379 

768 

3,496 

9,763 

1,911 

8,280 

1,013 

623 

4,852 

4,257 

1,909 

18,427 


12,540 

6,060 

4,842 

4,549 

3,184 

3.498 
7,000 

21,821 
10,785 
2,421 
10,140 

1.499 
3,742 

388 

2,257 

15,891 

I, 248 
41,878 

6,165 
1,799 
12,819 
5,857 
6,941 
31,607 
2; 273 
2^790 
2,808 
4,581 
13,995 
828 
2,356 
6,159 
7,624 
4,520 

II, 725 
728 


1,000 

dollars 

139 

190 


1,346 

163 

719 


140 


212 

57 


357 

374 

391 

470 

50 

337 

350 

1,581 

1,065 

400 

164 

627 

32 

115 

43 

201 

1,126 

99 

937 

135 

73 

497 

242 

468 

8,297 

266 

65 

80 

86 

672 


241 

584 

237 

800 


1,000 

dollars 

1,186 

578 


1,000 

dollars 

604 


3.334 i 3,334 
874 , 874 

7,541 


506 


4,128 
4,045 , 
ISO ! 
10,532 I 
5,975 ,, 
11,789 
8.869 
3,757 . 
4.160 I. 
1,362 
2,518 
4,737 
13,041 
4,786 
153 
5,331 


1,088 

181 

2,056 

7,229 

689 

30,777 

2,552 

1,019 

6,041 

2,250 

1,402 

23,262 

1,933 

2,555 

1,372 

2,133 

4,461 


2,356 

5,731 

2,183 

883 

3,558 


3,466,303 


344,338 


200^734 


216 

"i,"672 


1,800 

615 


6,000 

'2,‘i04' 


1,467 

2,539 


7,310 

460 

6,100 


707 

6,281 

3,365 

1,618 


74 


1,356 

2,133 

8,872 


4,421 

'i'm' 


70,043 


uooo 

dollars 

1,450 


3,496 

1,749 


483 

215 


7,895 


1,485 


1,715 

5,599 


4,282 

■'"164 


4,064 

3,478 


5,048 

'"”170 


760 


187 

436 

3,400 

1,246 

166 


53,872 


Bureau of Public Roads. 

1 These figures do not always agree with those shown on highway income tables, because of time of dis¬ 
position and use of fisc^ years. 
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Table 499 .—Gasoline taxes^ 1931, as reported by State authorities 


State 


Totsa 
tax (re¬ 
funds de¬ 
ducted) 


Disposition of total taxes collected 


Collec¬ 

tion 


Construction, etc. 


State 

liigh- 

wayst 


Local 
roads 1 


State 

and 

county 

road- 

bond 

pay¬ 

ments 


Miscel¬ 

laneous 


Gallons 
consumed 
by motor 
vehibles 


Tax 

rate 

per 

gal¬ 

lon 


Alabama.. 

Arizona. 

Arfc-ftTififtS _ 

California. 

Colorado. 

Connecticut_ 

Delaware. 

District of Columbia 

Florida. 

Georgia. 

Idaho. 

Ulmois. 

Indiana............. 

Iowa.. 

TTftnaM. _ 

KentucI^_ 

Louisiana. 

Maine... 

Maryland... 

Massachusetts. 

Michigan___ 

Minnesota. 

Mississippi- 

Missouri.. 

Montana-___ 

Nebraska.. 

Nevada. 

New Hampshire.... 

New Jersey. 

New Mexico. 

New York. 

North Carolina_ 

N(ffth Dakota- 

Ohio. 

Oklahoma_ 

Oregon. 

Pennsylvania. 

Rhode Island_ 

South Carolina_ 

South Dakota-. 

Tennessee_ 

Texas. 

Utah. 

Vermont. 

Virginia.. 

Washington_ 

West Vfrginia,. 

Wisconsin. 

Wyoming........... 

Total. 


um 

dollars 

7,197 

3,201 

6,448 


6,254 

4,777 

1,072 

1,726 

15,018 

13,314 

2,609 

29,066 

18,044 

10,928 

8,071 

8,813 

9,398 

4,439 

7,431 

15,306 

21,873 

11,070 

6,009 

9,207 

8,018 

9,096 

778 

2,657 

17,173 

2,686 


14,024 


39,328 

11,665 

6,187 

33,189 

1,896 

7,346 

3,395 

11,461 

30,515 

2,310 

1,967 

11,445 

11,032 


15,780 

1,587 


537,589 


um 

dollars 

16 


20 

125 

67 


107 

67 


19 

60 

50 

9 

83 

108 

72 

18 

765 


um 

dollars 

2,204 

2,227 

200 


4,777 

534 


um 

dollars 

3,249 

977 

788 

13,234 

1,670 


i,m 

dollars 

1,728 


um 

dollars 


5,282 


5,781 

8,873 


424 

2,219 


19,306 

13,482 

6,373 

6,271 

8,782 

4,792 

2,203 

5,868 

12,536 

14,707 

7,380 

2,902 

9,158 

2,970 

6,814 

778 

1,993 

11,637 

1,686 

22,904 

4,379 

1,332 

22,061 

7,249 

6,169 


9,653 

3,371 


5,781 

"“242“ 


1,800 


2,203 


2,664 


4,071 

3,690 

2,871 


3,000 


2,271 


21 


664 

427 


6,108 


666 

9,805 

2,416 


6,401 


1,422 

4,796 

3,846 

4,210 

22,886 

2,305 

1,563 

8,012 

8,587 

2,054 

8,830 

1,130 


5,564 


8,437 

474 

1,242 


3,433 

2,445 


4,199 

279 


4,515 


3,326 

1,797 

56 


158 

37 

186 


1,726 

3,000 

2,218 

11 


1,124 


IJ 


1,542 

1,868 

40 


5,090 

10 

1,527 

596 

1 

7,354 

1,928 


125 


618 


um 

gallons 

162,671 

64,702 

110,579 

1,328,788 

166,358 

236,400 

35,735 

86,315 

235,057 

221,892 

61,967 

968,856 

450^864 


176,203 

187,956 

109,568 

185,775 

558,566 

727,745 

369,005 

115,640 

460,328 


227,406 

19,448 

66,429 

570,821 

53,294 

1,527,203 

249,609 

67,675 


252,483 

155,063 

1,081,766 


120,766 

84,867 

206,707 

762,864 

60,363 

49,164 

228,904 


431,505 

39,675 


2,117 


354,017 


100,074 


42,488 


15,407,650 


Cents 

5 

5 

6 

3 

4 
2 
3 
2 
7 
6 

5 

3 

4 
3 

3 

5 
5 

4 

4 
3 
3 

3 

5H 

2 

5 

4 
4 

4 
3 

5 
2 

6 

3 

4 
6 
4 

3 
2 
6 

4 
7 
4 
4 

4 

5 

6 
4 
4 
4 


3.48 


Bureau of Public Boads. 

»These figures do not always agree with those shown on highway income tables because of time of disposi¬ 
tion and use of fiscal years. 
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Tabls 500. A-Tinudl dv&rdQQ rdtc in ccTits p€T hour for conijtion lohor onploycd on 
Federal-did highwdy projects^ 1923-1932 



Bureau of Public Roads. 


Table 501 .—Fertilizer mdterials: Sales and production of agricultural lime, pJios^ 
phdte rock, sulphur, and pyrites, in quantity and value, United States, 1929-1931 


Item 


Quantity 


Value 




Agricultural lime and liming mate¬ 
rials sold: 1 

Lime from limestone— 

Quicklime. 

Hydrated. 

Lime from oyster shells >. 

Limestone pulverized. 

Calcareous marl. 

Total. 

Phosphate rock sold or used: * 

Sold for direct application to 
the soil. 

Florida- 

Hard rock. 

Land pebble *. 

Tennessee- 

Brown and blue rock-. 

Other States«. 

Total. 

Sulphur produced. 

Sulphur sold. 

Pyrites produced. 


Skort tons 
89,6M 
248,675 
14,000 
2,654,580 
38,990 

Short tons 
91,521 
251,590 
15,000 
2,542,100 
34,012 

Short tons 
} 297.312 

Dollars 
f 448,634 

1 1,939,267 
119,000 
3,764,775 
130,866 

Dollars 

512,383 

1,860,396 

135,000 

3,309,329 

112,523 

Dollars 
} 1,924.149 

3,045,899 

2,934,223 


6,402,542 

5,929,631 


Long tons 
61,224 

Long tons 
41,593 

Long tons 




72,424 

3,015,874 

1 

' 81,753 

3,166,318 

67,224 

2,004,242 

267,218 

9,633,856 

517,229 

10,273,076 

380; 540 
6,821,546 

633,939 

38,618 

611,045 

67,276 

343,622 

129,871 

3,097,104 

155,081 

2,038,525 

208,000 

1,545,607 

540,:r92 

3,760,855 

3,926,392 

2,534,959 

13,153,259 

13,996,830 

9,288,485 

2,362,389 

2,437,238 

333,465 

2,588,981 

1,989,917 

347,512 

2,128,930 

1,376,526 

330,848 

>43,800.000 

1,250,141 

1 

«35,500; 000 1 
1,028,680 

i 

i>24.S0a0()O 

97i820 


Bureau of Agricultura lEconomics. Compiled from reports of the Bureau of Mines. Figures for earlier 
years appear in pre^ous issues of the Yearbook. 

^ Sold by producers. (Indudes a amount sold by Hawaii and Puerto Rico producers.) 
s Partly estimated. 

»Sold or used by producers. 

4 Includes soft rock. 

> Idaho, Wyoming, and Montana. 

6 Approximate. 

































































762 YEARBOOK OP AGRICULTURE, 1938 


Table SOi— Fertilizer; Consumption in the United States, by States, 19S1-19S1 



Calendar year ^ 


State and division 

1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 


19312 

Maine. 

New Hampshire •. 

Vermont. 

Massachusetts. 

Rhode Island •. 

Connecticut. 

New York-. 

New Jersey-. 

Pennsylvania-. 

1,000 

short 

ions 

»161 

14 

8 15 
61 

8 

•70 

•230 

163 

321 

1,000 

short 

tons 

3 172 
15 
316 
66 

8 

870 

•250 

177 

322 

1,000 

short 

tons 

3 168 
17 
318 
64 

9 

870 

•260 

167 

309 


IfiOO 

short 

tons 

8 185 
16 
818 
63 

9 

870 

253 

147 

328 

1,000 

short 

tons 

147 

15 

3 18 
59 

8 

3 70 
234 
135 
329 

1,000 

short 

tons 

184 

17 

16 

72 

10 

866 

260 

142 

327 

1,000 

short 

tons 

•179 

17 

17 

71 

10 

8 72 
•260 
144 
340 

1,000 
short 
tons 
186 
M2 
16 
• 69 
•8 

8 69 
5288 
M62 
*348 

1,000 

short 

tons 

196 

11 

16 

72 

8 

8 69 
•288 
170 
348 

1,000 

short 

tons 

195 

11 

16 

65 

7 

865 

•260 

151 

320 

North Atlantic- 

1,033 

1,096 


1,079 

1,089 


1,093 


1,157 

1,178 

1,089 

OWo _ 

255 

311 

303 

ZiT 

322 

305 

813 

321 

339 

327 

249 

__ _ __ 

188 


198 

192 

226 

228 

240 

221 

250 

224 

166 

tlHrinifi _ 

•12 

14 

17 

17 

25 

25 

•26 

31 

38 

41 

32 

Michigan..— 

83 

86 

84 

95 

mm 

105 

117 

<160 

•163 

•145 

•115 

Wisconsin.— 

13 

14 

15 

15 

12 

16 

23 

33 

41 

51 

46 

Minnesota..— 

•4 

•6 

•7 

•8 

•9 

11 

11 

14 

8 16 

Hi 

15 

Iowa_ 

•3 

•4 

•4 

•6 

86 

76 

77 

8 10 

8 21 

■P] 

* 22 

Missouri ®. 

51 

50 

52 

47 

64 

57 

56 

65 

59 


49 

. . „, ^_ 

•4 

•4i 

•5 

•5 

*4 


•8 

9 

8 10 

MB 

83 

Other States. 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

■B 

2 

North Centred— 

614 

699 

686 

706 

778 

762 

802 

855 

929 

898 

699 

Pelaware.— 

38 

40 

37 

36 

41 

43 

41 

41 

«43 

43 

39 

Maryland.— 

Til 

156 

155 

151 

165 

163 

173 

165 

“180 

192 

146 

Virsinia ®.— 

370 

450 

422 

442 

452 

435 

408 

438 

430 

449 

379 


29 

38 

40 

40 

41 

43 

44 

50 

5 46 

45 

40 


691 

961 

1,066 

1,183 

1,218 

1,218 

1,171 

1,349 

1,294 

1,242 

1,003 

South Carolina •. 

599 

527 

693 

844 

873 

840 

727 

788 

760 

749 

599 

Georgia ®_-_ 

536 

522 

676 

679 

779 

780 

713 

883 

869 

929 

6S6 

Florida«. 

291 

354 

398 

865 

359 

399 

417 

469 

427 

489 

419 

South Atlantic_ 

2,694 

3,038 

3,487 


3,928 

3,921 

3,686 

4,191 

4,049 

4,138 

3,311 

Eentudty—. 

62 

“"sT 

90 

85 

93 

92 

70 


93 

114 

105 

Tennessee •.. 

64 

90 

106 

115 

142 

156 

112 


143 

164 

119 

AlfthATTIftS . _ 

168 

284 

448 

457 

598 

616 

478 


675 

644 

420 


61 

143 

208 


258 

278 

219 


328 

404 

197 

/lr1rn.Ti!uut * _ _ _ 

22 

36 

80 

97 

123 

126 

75 

126 

167 

158 

62 

Louisiana * —— 

36 

75 

105 

125 

111 

114 

93 

144 

174 

176 

94 


MB 

•2 

•4 

•4 

85 

«6 

34 

«8 

89 

«7 

87 

Texas __— 

■i 

34 

79 

128 

mm 

125 

81 

145 

192 

145 

65 

South Central... 

437 

749 

Bg] 


1,431 

1,512 

mm 

IBSII 

1,771 



Washington. 

*5 

84 


*7 

•10 

12 

14 


6 21 

•22 

*18 

Oregon... 

•6 

*8 

•8 

•8 

•8 

•8 

•9 


5 12 

8 12 

8 11 

California. 

73 

76 

72 

66 

86 

94 

103 

121 

130 

142 

128 

Other States. 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

4 

4 

4 

8 10 

10 

15 

Western. 

85 

88 

87 

83 

107 

118 

130 

151 

173 

186 

172 

United Siates— 

4,863 

6,670 

6,442 


7,333 

7,328 

6,843 

7,986 


8,212 

6,340 


Burean of Airicultaral Economics. Compiled from reports of the National Fertilizer Association, 
published in the Fertilizer Review, May-june, 1^1. and April-June, 1932. Based on fertilizer tag sales 
or sale records, or estimates, as ^own in footnotes. 

1 Except as follows: New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Idaho, and Oklahoma (1920-1927), year ended June 
30. Rhode Island, year ended Mar. 31; New Jersey, year ended Oct. 31. 

»Preliminary. 

1 Estimated by State authorities. 

< Estimated. 

•Agricultural census. 

• Based on tag sales. 

7 Total of four companies plus estimates for others. 
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Table 503. —Fertilizer and fertilizer materials: Production, sales, imports, exports, 
and consumption, United States, 1927-1931 


Sulphate of ammonia (equivalent of all 
forms): 

Production a... 

Sales *. 

Imports for consumption. 

Exports.... 

Nitrate of soda, imports for consumption.. 
Sulphuric acid: I 

Production ®. 

Imports for consumption... 

Exports, domestic..... 

Consumption *... 

Superphosphate: 

Production ®... 

Soles* <. 

Exports... 

Potash: 

Production... 

Sales.... 

Exports.-.. 


Short tons 
717,460 
741,866 
19,211 
155.335 
838,636 

1,656,871 
17,434 
3,756 
2,137,129 

3,699,579 
1,915,913 
118,188 


Imports (general)«from- 

Spain. 

Cfermany. 


Germany. 

Netherlands 6—, 

France. 

Belgium ^. 

Other countries.. 


Short tons 
798,8S7 
764,355 
42,133 
104,177 

1.156.860 

2.126.860 
13,164 

3,500 

2,440,121 

4,487,683 
1,308,669 
99,247 


Short ions 
856,214 
827,674 
21,338 
162,132 
1,042,113 

2,262,784 

8,104 

3,480 

2,445,581 

4,342,012 

1,430,700 

95,332 


Short tons Sftorf tons 
769,022, 669,986 

746,031 678,476 

39,160 127,999 

91,461 1 74,950 

643*881 • 616.687 


2,228,588 I 
459 
2,736 

2,476.712 I 


1.427,923 

1,172 

1,601 

1.351,551 


4,595,096 ' 2,744,628 

1,455,259 1,030,666 

126,058 91,377 


21,596 25,811 

543,073 567,382 

12,804 29.420 I 

"£9^‘4S2.man 

548 1,295 I 


Imports for consumption— 

Kainit. 

Manure salts. 

Muriate of potash.— 

Sulphate of potash. 

Other potash^bearing substances... 


125,455 I 
406,215 
306,047 j 
96,608 
613 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled as follows: Production and sales, sulphate of ammonia 
and potash from Bureau of Mines. Sulphuric acid and superphosphate from Bureau of the Census. 
Imi>orts and exports from Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 


sign and Domestic Commerce. 


1 Preliminary. 

* By-product of coke ovens; production from other sources (coal, gas, bone carbonizing, etc.) is usually 
less than 6 per cent of the total production. 

8 Fertilizer establishments only. 

* Bulk superphosphate. Superphosphate in base and mixed goods excluded. 

8 Includes kainit, manure salts, sulphate of and muriate of potash. 

8 Originated mostly In Germany. 

7 Originated mostly in France. 


Table 504. — Nitrogen: World production of, contained in inorganic nitrogenous 

materials, 1928-1932 



By-prodnct sulphate of ammonia. 

Other by-product ammonia i- 

Cyanamide.- 

Synthetic sulphate of ammonia... 

Nitrate of lime. 

Other synthetic nitrogen i.— 

Chilean nitrate of soda. 


Quantity produced during year ended June 30— 


1931 1932 


Siwrttons 

293,118 

34.287 

147,614 

671,032 

87,471 

388,652 

187,000 


Total. 1,896,400 


Short tons 

Sftorf tons 

Short tons 

tons 

404,800 

418,600 

466,900 

396,600 

69,400 

56,100 

66,500 

34,000 

224,400 

231,000 

633,500 

290,100 

221,000 

403,700 

116,500 

486,800 

384,000 

149,600 

401,500 

143,500 

121,600 

259,600 

470,000 

432,600 

429,000 

689,000 

610,000 

276,000 

1,896,400 

2,324,300 

2,423,300 

1,863,600 


Bureau of Chemistry and Soils. British Sulphate of Ammonia Federation (Ltd.), anni^ rMort. Fe^ 
tUizers are Included in this table under the final form as sold, so that, for example, cyanamide if converted 
Into sulphate of ammonia is included under synthetic sulphate of ammonia, or, If into ammophos, is in¬ 
cluded under other synthetic nitrogen. 

* IncSluding ammonia products used for industrial purposes and ammonia in mixed fertilizers. 
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Table 505 .—Insecticides and fungicides: Production, sales, imports for consumption 
and domestic exports, 1927-1981 


Item 1 1927 I 1928 


Arsenic, white: 

Production i*... 

Sales 2— 

Refined. 

Crude. 

Imports for consumption.. 
Calcium arsenate: 

Production. 

Imports for consumption.., 

Exports. 

Lead arsenate: 

Production. 

Imports for consumption... 

Exports. 

Sulphate of copper: 

Production ®. 

Imports for consumption., 

Exports. 

Tobacco extracts, exports *. 

Sodium arsenate: 

Imports for consumption. . 
Prepared animal dips: 

sports for consumption s. 
Exports. 


I Pounds I Pounds 
j 23,460,(X)0 23,362,000 

20,040,000 ‘ 16,230,000 
, 3,0S0,0U0 7,304,000 

' 25,033,649 , 22,305,972 


, 27,282,326 I. 

' 3,807 I 1,323 

.1 1,178,702 


I 21,527,838 


I .I 1,093,673 

I 36,039,487 44,463,000 
I 1,978.726 3,611,844 


6,206,904 8,666,899 

2,297,016 2,386,626 


Pounds 

33,210,000 

19,646,000 
9,446,000 
{ 26,314,042 

I 33,064,426 


30,682,879 
200 
1,563,982 

40,258,860 
6,388,743 
6,419,688 
I 2,294,667 


208,770 

2,252,644 


Pounds 
34,114,000 

29,308,000 

6,642,000 

20,942,663 


6,359 

3,177,335 


800 

2,270,980 

36,976,403 

6,964,378 

6,061,664 

1,929,171 


174,216 

1,258,139 


Pounds 

34,274,000 

23,964,000 

3,590,000 

15,681,398 

26,128,020 
40,950 
2,145,663 

37,974,038 

‘'i’788,'345 

35,227,400 

2,643,741 

7,190,919 

1,497,679 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Production and sales from Bureau of the Census and Bureau of 
Mines (indicated by footnote); imports and exports from the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 

1 By-product from the mining of copper, lead, and iron ores. (Bureau of Mines.) The Census of Manu- 
fiactures gives production for 1927 as 86,315,999 pounds, and 1929 as 42,926,400 pounds. 

»Sales by producers. (Bureau of Mines.) 

3 Copper industry only. (Bureau of Mines.) The total production as reported by the census for 1927 
was 66,666,812 pounds; 1029 as 78,669,112 pounds; and 1931, 06,037,705 pounds. 

A N'icotine sulphate and ^*other tobacco extracts.*^ 

3 Classified as sheep dip. 

Table 506 .—Insecticides and fungicides: Average wholesale price per pound at 

New York, 1923-1932 i 


Bordeaux mixture Llme- 

_ sulphur 

solution, 

Powder Paste 



Bureau of Agncultural Economics. Compiled from the Oil, Paint, and Drug Reporter. 
1 Average of monthly range. 
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»Includlne federations, sales agencies, and subsidiaries. 







































































Table r^Number of marketing and purchasvig associations^ estimated membership^ and istiniatcd amount of husincssy by ycoyrapliic 

divisions and Statesy 1931-1933 —Continued 



Colorado_ 

New MexifKi. 













































1 Including federatlonsi sale agencies, and subsidiaries. 





















































































































1,400 1 1,430 1.1_I.I 7 \ 3,190 1 6,032 1 23 I 11,260 I 3,060 I 62 118,000 1 6,030 1 0011 216,790 
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Table 508. — Associations marketing dairy products: Xumher listed and estimated 
business, 192o-36 in 1928-1931 



Creamery 

associations 

Cheese¬ 
making as¬ 
sociations 

Milk-distrib- 
utincr as¬ 
sociations 

Mflk-bargain- 
ing associa¬ 
tions 

Miscel¬ 
laneous as¬ 
sociations 

Total 

associations 

Year 

List¬ 

ed 

Esti¬ 

mated 

busi¬ 

ness 

List- 

ed 

Esti¬ 

mated 

busi¬ 

ness 

List¬ 

ed 

Esti¬ 

mated 

busi¬ 

ness 

List¬ 

ed 

Esti¬ 

mated 

busi¬ 

ness 

List¬ 
ed 1 

Esti¬ 
mated 
busi¬ 
ness 3 

List¬ 

ed 

Esti¬ 

mated 

busi¬ 

ness 


Xum- 


.VUTK- 


Kum~ 


Xum- 


Xum- 


Xum- 

mtKSfM 


her 

dollars 

ber 

dollars] ber 

dollars 

ber 

dollars 

ber 

dollars 

btr 

dollars 

1925. 

fKED 







17 


2,197 


1926.. 

1,390 


761 

iKV-^rri] 

119 


40 


179 


2,479 

KtjM TO 

1928. 


740 


114 


47 


199 



TO 

1929. 


27,931 

111 

138,694 

50 

229,251 

195 


2,458 

m 



IPTIKtmMffI 

142,130 

50 

227,460 

187 

28,750 

2,435 

TO 

1931. 

1,379 

176,290 

712 


100 


59 

206,460 


10,480 

2,392 

1^ m 

LEADIKO STATES, 













lesi 













New York. 

3 

130 


470 

10 


2 

30,350 

3 

120 

38 

99,140 


607 

110 

24 

.wn 

4 




9 

iion 

644 

gSjjSO 

Wisconsin_ 

234 


502 

rn^ 

9 

3,440 

5 

KXOoO 

14 


854 

57,680 

Pennsylvania-,,. 

15 

730 

3 

50 

9 

1,290 

2 

36,560 

1 

30 

30 

38,660 


9 

880 

29 

410 

5 

1,710 

7 


24 


74 

35,460 

Massachusetts. . . 

1 

10 



8 

4.320 

1 




in 

32,830 

Tnwft 

261 

KVTTi] 



2 


6 


1 



31,270 


15 

15,520 



4 

210 

4 

11 , no 

1 


24 

26,840 

Michigan_ 

59 

8,420 

5 

170 

7 


2 

is; 770 

o 

mm 

75 

25,170 

Ohin _ 

6 

1,240 

2 


8 

8,480 

7 


6 


29 

19, iin 

All others_ 


35,080 

37 

2,380 

4a 

13,310 



69 

mm 

351 

90,660 


Federal Fam Board. 

< Indading federatioss, sales agendeSi warehouse associations, associations manufacturing ice cream, 
milk powder, etc. 

> Not indading amounts reported by federations, sales agencies, etc. 

3 Indading associations marketing cream. In subsequent years these were included among the miscel¬ 
laneous associations. 









































Table 509 .—Wheat received by large-scale 'pooling associations, by crops, 1921-1930^ 
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Table 510 .—Cooperative citrus-fruit shipments and such shipments a a percentage 
of production for specified areas, 1920^21 to 1930—31 

[Revised to June 1, 1932] 


Packed boxes handled by associations in- 


Marketing * California and Arizona Florida and Alabama 
season i_ 


1923-24. 


Boses 

Per cent ^ 

Boses 

21,806,253 

81.8 

8,905,841 

12,847,456 

748 

3,908,395 

19,810,048 

S2.5 

5,443,758 

21,671,344 

69.1 

6,648,241 

17,635,860 

743 

6,376,769 

23,011,773 

71.3 

4 193,316 

25,427.062 

69.3 

4,860,948 

21,810,826 

72.8 

8,876,577 

32,129,643 

67.1 

7,280,156 

22,930,811 

721 

5,549,105 

31,880,556 

71.3 

la 277,883 


Texas 

Boxes 

Percent! 







26,570 
65,690 
38,624 
95,053 
124115 
262,459 
453,043 
363,430 

87.4 

29.5 

18.4 

26.4 
23.9 

31.2 

25.3 
28.8 


United States 


26,712,094 
16,755,850 
25,253,806 
27,246,155 
24,077,309 
27,243,713 
30,383,063 


! 28,967,192 


Federal Farm Board. 

1 Per cent of production for the specified area, Yearbook of Agriculture, 1932, p. 706. 

3 Including an association m Loiusiana. 

Table 511 .—Livestock handled, sales, and purchases, by terminal-market cooperative 

sales agencies, 1918-1931 


AniTTiftls received ^ 


Animals purchased 


Calendar year Assoda> 
tions re¬ 
porting 



Number 

30,528 

63,876 

85,313 

163,361 

736,982 

1,409,322 

1,893,326 

1,881,241 

2,003,014 

1,678,094 

1,751,599 

1,904,066 

2,088,411 

2,216,507 


Number 
139,483 
381,127 
536,380 
912,095 
3,414,016 
7,732,437 
9,239,070 
7,377,084 
6,687,296 
7,149,561 
8,483,413 
8,054.184 
7,259,731 
7,169,955 


Number 
7,548 
23,940 
29,676 
103,101 
352,861 
733,552 
1,202,616 
1,350,311 
1,581,882 
1,598,465 
1,686,889 
2,093,136 
2,609,604 
3,028,503 


Number 
189,283 
563,383 
748,256 
1,310,628 
4,727,058 
9,933,445 
11,382,304 
la 666,069 
10,333,307 
10,426,120 
11,921,901 
12,051,386 
11,957,746 
12,414,965 


Number 

1 

2 

2 

8 

4 

8 

14 

18 

18 

21 

18 

20 


262 
8,504 
6,550 
42,032 
86,360 
103,928 
242,039 
288,150 
328,016 
280,808 
325,267 
» 577,646 
723,422 
633,855 



Number 

3 

4 
4 
6 

16 

23 



Value of business handled 


Federal Farm Board. 

1 Includes some animals sold for yard traders. 

2 Includes animals not s^regated by kind. 

3 Includes 114,767 sheep, valued at $906,from producers to feeders 
* Indudes sales for yard traders. 

«Includes business not classified as s^es or purchases. 

«Includes animals handled in the country. 


Number 

Dollars 

4 

12,400,210 

6 

35,800,590 

6 

37,878,769 

6 

36,204 373 

18 

104888,226 

23 

196,904508 

24 

236,594 897 

24 

279,720,634 

24 

203,249,470 

28 

274209,286 

28 

280,152,931 

28 

314 622,636 

30 

273,688, KW 

34 

»190,769,830 
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Table 612. — Freight tonnage originating on railways in the United States, 

ms-mi 1 


Calendar year 


Commodity 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

1931J 

FARM PRODUCTq 

Animals and animal products: 
Animals, live— 

Horses and mules. 

Cattle and calves. 

Sheep and goats. 

Hogs. 

Packing-house products— 

Fresh meats. 

Hides and leather. 

Other packing - house 
products. 

Total. 

Eggs. 

Butter and cheese.1 

Poultry. 

Wool. 

Other ammals and products. 

Total animals and 
animal products..— 

Vegetable products: 

Cotton. 

Fruits and vegetables. 

Potatoes. 

1,000 
short tons 
544 
9,330 
1,224 
5,502 

1,000 
short tons 
513 
9,241 

1.270 

6.271 

1,000 
short tons 
641 
8,636 
1,296 
5,360 

1,000 
short tons 
677 
7,976 
1,362 
6,871 

1,000 
short tons 
553 
7,310 
1,387 
5,534 

1,000 
short tons 
440 
6,785 
1,335 
4,902 

1,000 
short tons 
316 
6,097 
1,343 
4,601 

2,904 

1,028 

2,140 

2,996 

984 

2,023 

2,986 

1,010 

1,967 

2,935 

914 

1,461 

8,007 

913 

j 1,414 

2,928 

847 

I 1,165 

2,933 

7S2 

1,140 

6,070 

6,003 

6,953 

1 5,310 

1 5,334 

1 4,940 

4,855 

591 

68G 

367 

283 

1,758 

644 

725 

408 

281 

1,888 

651 

747 

407 

356 

2,064 

1 635 

754 
407 
394 
2,34b 

588 

793 

418 

414 

2,576 

612 
807 
i 419 

354 
2,485 

5S2 

768 

416 

t 388 

2,366 

26,325 

26,244 

26,010 

25,634 ^ 

24,907 

23,129 

21,632 

4,127 
11,634 
4,614 ' 

4,482 

U223 

4,339 

4,182 

12,029 

4,728 

3,772 

12,947 

4,511 

3,940 

12,875 

4,425 

3,032 

12,589 

4,332 

2,432 

11,906 

4,114 

Grain and grain products— 
Gram- 

Wheat. 

Com.. 

Oats. 

Other grain. 

Grain products— 

Flour and meal. 

Other mill products. 

Total. 

21,548 

12,680 

8,450 

4,564 

9,901 

9,678 

24,379 

13,924 

6,496 

4,014 

10,137 

9,768 

26,237 

13,162 

6,618 

5,216 

10,027 

10,179 

26,950 

17,045 

6,888 

5,506 

10,764 

10,580 

27,019 

15,258 

6,713 

4,477 

10,627 

10,821 

25,466 

13,986 

5,184 

4,045 

10^546 

10,610 

26,228 

10,728 

3,970 

2,924 

10,067 

8,783 

66,721 

88,718 

70,339 

76,723 

73,915 

69,837 

62,700 

Hay, straw, and alfalfa. 

Sugar, sirup, glucose, and 

molasses. 

Tobacco. 

Other vegetable products... 

Total vegetable prod¬ 
ucts. 

5,506 

5,700 
1,038 
17,118 

5,028 

5,744 

1,010 

17,609 

4,468 

5,584 

1,053 

18,469 

3,999 

5,604 

945 

16,686 

3,097 

5,858 

989 

15,502 

3,494 

5,659 

1,008 

16,436 

2; 174 

6,142 

816 

13,346 

116,458 

119,153 

120,852 

125,187 

121,201 

116,387 

102,630 

Canned goods (food prod¬ 
ucts) _ 

4,144 

146,927 

4,070 

149,467 

4,204 

161,066 

4,805 

165,626 

5,029 

151,137 

4,761 

144,267 

3,954 

Total farm products— 

OTHSB FREIGHT 

Products of mines. 

Products of forests. 

Manufactures. 

Merchandise, all 1. c. 1. freight. 

Total tonne^e. 

128,216 

. 678,336 

107,391 
, 274,001 

40,687 

758,064 

104,859 

284,640 

39,498 

713,731 

99,301 

279,407 

38,432 

696,583 

96,737 

800,043 

36,954 

737,879 
94,855 
819,177 
36,043 

642,537 

69,366 

267,353 

29,667 

601,003 

43.024 

196,270 

22,773 

.1,247,242 

1,336,528 

1,282,027 

1,285,943 

1,339,091 jl, 153,190 

894,186 


Bureau of Agricultural Economics. CompUed from reports of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Enures for earlier years appear in previous issues of the yearbook. 

new billinf without benefit of transit pnvileges or proportional rates, may be counted more tnan once. 

* Preliminary. 
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TiBLB 513 .—Cooperative extension workers:'^ Number employed^ United StateSf 

June SO, 1931 and 1933 


State or territory 

1 

County 
aericultural 
acents and 
assistants 

County 

home 

demonstra¬ 
tion agents 
and assist¬ 
ants 

County 
club agents 
and assist¬ 
ants 

Administra¬ 
tors and 
supervisors 

Subject- 

matter 

specialists 

Total of all 
agents 

1»31 

1932 

1931 

1932 

1931 

1932 

1931 

1032 

1931 

1932 

1931 

1932 

AlflhflTTIB 

92 

89 

58 

56 



13 

13 

25 

18 

188 

176 

Ainfika . . _ _ 







3 

3 



3 

3 

Arizona _ _ 

17 

mm 

■D 




3 

3 

■a 

8 

31 

35 

Ariranafla_ _ 

78 

68 


58 



16 

15 


16 

179 

156 

pAlifomfa . 

86 

88 


30 



10 

12 


25 

147 

156 

Polorado_ 

33 

31 

mm 

10 



5 

5 

■fi 

14 

63 

CO 

Connecticut. 

10 

10 

8 

8 

13 

13 

5 

5 

25 

25 

61 

Cl 

Delaware—. 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

5 

6 

17 

IS 

Florida 

40 

45 

39 

37 


. 

12 

12 

13 

15 

113 

100 

(Georgia 

121 

130 

96 

93 



16 

18 

38 

27 

271 

268 

BTawaii _ 

5 

4 

5 

5 



3 

3 

3 

4 

16 

16 

Idaho. 

26 

24 

7 

6 

2 

2 

6 

6 

20 

16 

61 

54 

Illinois. 

no 

no 

32 

32 

4 

4 

13 

14 

31 

29 

190 

189 

Tndiarifl. 

85 

84 

12 

n 

7 

5 

13 

13 

30 

36 

147 

149 

Iowa. 

105 

103 

24 

20 

^■Til 

7 

17 

17 

73 

63 

229 

210 

Kansas. 

82 

78 

35 

30 

4 

2 

12 

13 

40 

36 

173 

159 

Kentucky_ 

94 

91 

30 

28 



18 

18 

37 

35 

179 

172 

Lonisiana _ _ 

76 

77 

44 

48 



16 

17 

19 

21 

155 

163 

Maine. 

15 

15 

14 

14 

7 

7 

5 

5 

9 

11 

50 

52 

Maryland __ 

31 

31 

26 

26 



6 

6 

35 

31 

98 

04 

Massachusetts. 

19 

19 

16 

16 

28 

26 

8 

8 

18 

23 

89 

02 

Michigan.1 

66 

66 

8 

6 

14 

11 

17 

1C 

60 

50 

165 

149 

Minnesota. _ _ _ 

71 

65 

17 

16 

26 

10 

13 

14 

33 

27 

160 

141 

Mississippi. 

89 

93 

73 

69 



19 

20 

18 

21 

109 

mm 

Mlssonn. _ _ . 

68 

69 

16 

16 


_ 

10 

8 

34 

29 

12S 

122 

Montana. . . . 

35 

31 

14 

12 



5 

5 

19 

13 

73 

61 

Nebraska. 

47 

48 

13 

14 

2 

.. 

8 

9 

25 

25 

05 

06 

Nevada. _ _. 

11 

12 

5 

5 



3 

3 

3 

3 

22 

23 

New Hampshire. 

11 

11 

10 

10 

13 

13 

5 

5 

14 

13 

63 

52 

New Jersey. 

23 

22 

19 


9 

9 

5 

4 

19 

19 

75 

74 

New Meadoo ... 

10 

20 

12 

9 



6 

6 

7 

6 

44 

41 

New York. 

83 

80 

55 

49 

44 

46 

12 

12 

71 

88 

265 

276 

North Carolina.--. 

104 

107 

63 

66 



16 

16 

24 

21 



North DakotjL _ 

. 32 

31 

6 

6 



6 

6 

19 

17 

63 


Ohio. 1 

79 

75 

28 

24 

WBl 

11 

15 

14 

64 

53 

196 

177 

Oklahoma. _ 

93 

S3 

66 

66 

.. 


16 

18 

26 

19 

KilB 

186 

Oregon..1 

34 

35 

7 

7 

8 

8 

7 

7 

20 

15 

76 

72 

Pennsylvania.1 

1 73 ' 

73 

44 

46 



12 

12 

44 

45 

173 

176 

PuertoRico_ _ _ , 









1 

1 

1 

i 

Rhode Island. 

3 

3 j 

8 

8 

3 

3 

8 

3 

5 


17 

21 

South Carolina. _ 1 

64 

64 

55 

54 



14 

15 

29 

25 

162 

158 

South Dakota.. 

32 

24’ 

14 

13 

5 

4 

5 

7 

17 

16 

73 

64 

Tennessee. . 

92 

87 

53 

43 



13 

14 

24 

25 

182 

169 

Texas _ 

219 

202 

146 

136 



26 

9A 

21 

26 

412 

300 

Utah _ 

22 

22 

. a 

7 



5 


14 

13 

47 

47 

Vermont. 

13 

12 


12 

11 

11 

4 ! 


9 

11 

47 

51 

Virginia _ 

106 

98 

53 

49 



18 


36 

37 

213 

^KTiTI 

Washin^n. 

West Vfrginia_ 

36 

44 

39 

46 

12 

25 

11 

26 

5 

15 

5 

6 

3 

11 

H 

10 

19 

n 

20 

60 

114 

69 

107 

Wisconsin- 

55 

62 

4 

a 

8 

6 

12 


43 

51 

122 

15T 

Wyoming_ 

22 

21 

10 

iKI 



4 


14 

11 

50 

M 








Wmi 


Total. 

2,783 

2,708 

1,410 

1,348 

251 

221 

495 

504 

1,222 

1,178 

6,161 

5,959 


Extension Service. 


i Indades botb wUte and negro extension workers. 
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Table hU.--Cooverative ettemion work: Projects and percentage of agents^ and 
specialists'^ time devoted to each, 1925-1931 


Project 

1925 

1926 





1931 

Soils . 

5 2 

6.3 

4.8 
12.4 

7.1 
.9 

8.2 

7.9 
8.8 

3.4 

1.5 
4.1 

7 1 

6.1 

11.5 

! 


Farm crops _ 

13 1 
O 

13.1 

7 3 

U i. 

is. 2 

13.8 

9.4 

Hortriciiitiire - - 

Forestry _ _,, , ,. 

.5 


t, 3 
1.0 

7 8 

/. 0 
1.0 

Animal' husbandry. 

7 1 

7* 1 

.9 

6.5 

Dairy husbandryJ. _ __ 

70 

S 7 

tLi 

1 0 
8.6 

6 7 

Poultry husbandry . . . 

0 0 

3.6 

1.7 

4 0 
7.2 

O. i 

8 1 

3.3 

1.3 
4.0 
7.0 

7.7 

6.7 
6.S 
3 1 
1.4 

6.8 
7.1 

. 6 

Kural engineering! ___ 

3 7 

2 0 

t. 

<.6 

3.3 

1.3 

Rndflnts and ins^ts^ _ 


Agricultural economics .... 

3 9 

1.1. 

■Pnnda and nutrition __ . _ . _ 

7.1 

7.5 

7.0 

Child care and training . 


Clothing ___ 

7.9 

1.7 

7.1 

6.8 

1.5 

2.0 

1.2 

0.0 

16.3 

6 S 

1.7 
2.4 
1.2 

5.8 
17.0 

6.9 

2 2 
2.6 ! 
1.2 

5.9 
16.3 


ac 

o n 

Home management.. 

1.6 

O 1 

House furnishings_ 

1.2 

1.8 

O A 

o •* 

Home health and sanitation__ 

1.2 

1.2 

1 A 0 

A i 

1 o 

Community activities__ 

6.2 

5.9 

L.O 

7s! 

1. £ 
A 9 

hi iscellaneous_ 

16 6 

16 0 

0. 0 
Q n 

Blinding extension program.. 

1 i D 

j 3.7 
' 7.1 

o. u 

3.7 

Organization. 


.1.: 


1 . 

7.2 


Extension Service 

1 Only field work of specialists as reported by county extension agents is Included. 


Table 515 .—Extension activities and accomplishments^ as reported hy all county 

extension agents^ 1926-1931 


Activity or accomplishment relating 
to extension 

1026 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 1 

! 

' 1931 

1 

Farm visits mada _ 

Number 

1,388,459 

387,724 

3,340,242 

2,333,286 

Number 

1,439,603 

896,093 

Number 

1,506,510 

432,433 

Number 
1,633,154 
489,294 
3,991,725 
2,710,723 
423,600 
4,712,940 

Number 
1,758,743 
646,208 
4,317,565 
3,016,707 
449,854 
4,501,983 
2li561 
6,657,561 
4,14^ 
20,476 
42,903! 
r 402,458 
\ 66,368 

Number 
1,822,272 
603, SS5 
5,156,854 
3,063,569 
49a 507 
4,551,924 
274,423 
8,203,294 
5,539 
19,663 
52,510 
461,793 
70,098 
9,851 
15,450 

Home visits nnada _ 

Office - _- 

3,600;448 

2,476,572 

334,271 

4,208,801 

3,687,570 

2,556,899 

871,331 

4,510,667 

Teiephona nails raflftived . _ 

News artiaias nr stories published_ 

fudi^dnallattars wri^tan_ . . 

4,015,i^ 

piffarpnt niraiiiar letters prepared_ 

Bnllfltiinsdist^'ibntad _* _ ___ 


6,120,768 

6,608,604 

6,345,488 

Badio talks made... 


Events at which exhibits were shown 

8,938 

29,109 

} 387,051 

8,983 

38,064 

398,051 

8,9991 

42,902! 

437,993 

9,826 

41,604 

486,398 

Training meetings held for local leaders... 

Method demonstration meetmgs held. 

Meetings at resTilt d emoTistrations 

Tours conducted___-_ 





8,772 
14,720 
3,762 
76a 379! 
25,605,485' 
934,182 

233 , 043 ! 

85,344 

34,959 

64a340 

Achievement days held ^ -_ 



_ - - - 

Encampments held.. 

All meetings held. ,r ,. _- 

^716 

599,797 

3,145 
636,588 

2,781 

683,305 

21,961,317 

851,526 

179.559 

2,9211 

771,321 

3,685 
851,197 
Sa 287,348 
1,090,011 

278,633 

Attendance at all meetings held _ . 

19,736,616 

644,784 

173,122 

21,421,375 

772,186 

183.065 

24,878,236' 

929,744 

201,882 

Besult demonstrations conducted_ - 

Voluntary local leaders assisting with— 
Adult extension_ 

Junior extension_ _ _..........._ 

48,899 

6ai82i 58.258 

7i;636 

98,394 

Adult home demonstration groups.._ 


i - - - 

38,358 

760,171 

Members of such groups, .. - 




I 




1 

i' 


Extension Service. 
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Table 516.— 4-H club work: Xumher of clubs, enrollment, 'projects completed, etc., 

IQOft-IQRI 


Item 

1926 




1930 

1931 

Junior clubs.— 

41,234 

44,188 

46,671 

52,180 

56,180 

60,781 

Different boys enrolled. 

Different girls enrolled..— 

Total... 

Different bo vs completing... 

■nilfArATit girls fiomplet^^g 

234,078 

352,078 

249,653 
370,160 

270,534 

303,406 

303,509 
462,587 

333,197 
489, 617 

360,653 
529,721 

586,156 

619,712 

663,940 

756,096 

822,714 

890,374 

145,202 
223,103 

153,324 
246,783 

175.069 

272,510 

201,910 
306,577 

222,472 

331,873 

252,328 

376,015 

Total. 

Proicets started 

368,305 

399,107 

447,579 

607,487 

654,345 

629,243 

1,161,024 

1,330,239 
776,029 
25,789 
6,253 

25,228 

88,922 

2,192 

1,466,584 
882,795 
26,997 
6,137 

36,476 

112,296 

2,719 

1,614,149 
995,202 
29,197 
7,559 

40,380 

124,459 

3,852 

1,635,619 
971,308 
35,380 
7,902 

45,010 
123,751 
5,379 
6,701 
36,554 
57,790 
61,619 
6,448 
} 193,242 

4,608 
209,656 
17,472 
49,671 
67,810 ' 
42,615 

1,693,866 
1,114,065 
44,595 
10,582 

45,883 
156,392 
7,877 
7.168 
38,862 
68,647 
62,058 
6,558 

226,390 

5,360 

231,749 

21,000 

62,763 

79,812 

48,479 

Projects completed (total) i.. 

Legumes and forage. 

Potatoes, cotton, and other special 
crops. 

Brnrtinnitiirft. . _ i 

673,997 

24,107 

4,988 

30,458 

81,494 

730 

Forestry-. 

Enral AngitiAArlTig _ . 

Dairy__ __ _ 

Animal husbandry.. 

Poultry. 

Agricultural economics. 

Foods... 

Nutrition. 

Child training and care.. 

19,094 
37,409 
52,730 
6,139 
131,121 
39,071 

23,076 
44,341 
66,766 
4,925 
142,302 
54,451 

29,468 

48,233 

56,900 

8,361 

167,068 

62,790 

37,218 
54,227 
60,020 
7,379 
182,877 
66,652 

Clothing. 

HnmA mfln^AmAnf. , _ _ , , 

133,501 ! 
10,215 i 
24,834 i 
40,857 ! 
37,249 1 
1 1 

146,181 
13,822 
80,024 
56,362 
56,415 

162,291 
16,309 
36,274 
59,342 
51,145 

190,249 

16,237 

40,099 

77,932 

57,025 

House fumisnin^ _ ._ 

Home healthImd sanitation. 

Miscellaneous. 

i 


Extension Service. 

1 Boys^ and girls* club members completing. 


Table 617. —Imports and price per pound of raw silk and production, imports and 
price per pound of rayon yarn. United States, 1988-1932 



Rawsflk 


Rayon yam 


Calendar year 

Net im¬ 
ports 1 

Average 

price* 









i 

1023. 

im 
pounds 
61,511 

Dollars 

8.228 

1,000 

pounds 

36,477 

38,494 

1,000 

pounds 

6,515 

Dollars 

2.800 

Dollar? 

2.650 

1924. 


6.917 

6,569 

2.113 

1.871 

1926. 

a 341 

51,902 

12,368 

2.004 

1.764 

1926. 

76,870 

5.937 

63,64$ 

13,918 

1.810 

1.603 

1927. 

85,036 


75,556 

17,740 

1.480 

1.289 

1928. 

87.172 

4.850 

97,901 

122,000 

15,113 

1.500 

1.300 

1929. 

06,848 

*4.777 

20,318 

1.246 

1.073 

1930. 

80,581 

*3.173 

110,000 

6,009 

1,069 

.900 

1931_____ 

87,540 

*2.233 

144,350 

3,460 

.758 

.636 

1932*... 

74,841 

*1.473 

131,000 

2,500 

.660 

.538 


Bweau of Agricultural Economics. Compiled from annual Issues of Commerce and Navigation of 
Cnited States l^partment of Commerce^ evoept production of rayon yarn which is from Yearbook of the 
Department of Commerce. Prices are from bulletins of the XJ. S. Bureau of Labor Statistics. 


J Net imports are imports minus reexports. 

* Average of monthly average prices of Japanese Kansait No. 1. 

^ Net imports are imports minus reexports Subsequent years are imparts minus exports and 

ccxports • 

< Average of monthly average prices. The count Indicates the number of denlers or one-half decigram 
nnlM, m weight, of a standard length of 450 meters. Since the standard based on an arbitrary fixed 
lenmh and a variable weight, the finer the yarn the smaller the count: 160 denier count, a size commonly 
used, is fine and 300 denier count is coarse. 

* Av^e of monthly average prices of Japanese Best, No. 1 x 13-16. 

«Preliminary. 
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Abaca, imports, 1909-1932_ 073 

Agricultural— 

by-products— 

and wastes, utilization studies... 364 

utilization. 89-43,173-174 

exports, index numbers, 1909-1932. 869 

products— 

demand, 1922-1932. Wells A. Sherman, 

G. Burmelster, and A. C. Edwards. 319-326 

foreign trade. 667-696 

frozen-pack, success..... 346,349 

quality improvement by department_45-50 

sheeted, exports. 670-671,674-681 

selected. Imports, 1909-1932_ 672-678,682-689 

statistics. 399-776 

statistics, miscdlaneous. 740-776 

Agriculture— 

and the world crisis. L. H. Bean_91-95 

report for year, by Secretary Hyde_ 1-89 

Agriculture, Department of— 

appropriations and economies, 1933. 21 

ex^nditures and income, discussion by 

Secretary. 12-21 

Alfalfa- 

bacterial wilt, symptoms and control_212-213 

losses from bacterial wilt, and need for re¬ 
sistant varieties. H. L. Westover_212-216 

meal, prices, 1923-1932. 577 

seed, prices, ton, 1923-1932. 686 

varieties— 

dev^opment, cooperative work of de¬ 
partment. 29 

resistant to bacterial wilt—..214-215 

weevil, losses, reduction. 218 

wilt-resistant varieties, dev^opmeut.. 214 

yellowing, causes. 216 

Almonds— 

imports, origin, 1926-1932. 686 

production and prices, 1923-1932. 508 

shelled, imports, 1909-1932. 673 

Animal- 

diseases, control by scientific methods, 

process. John R. Mohler. 230-241 

parasites, control work of department.30-31 

products— 

exports and imports, value, 1929-1932_ 668 

exports, destination, 1926-1932. 674r-676 

imports, origin, 1926-1932. 683-683 

See also Dairy products; Poultry. 

Animals— 

exports and imports, value, 1929-1932_ 66S 

imports, orirfn, 1926-1932. 682 

prices, numbers, and kinds, changes since 
the war. C. L. Harlan, C. A. Bur- 

meister, and O. B. Thome.219-230 

See also Livestock; Wild life; and specific 
kinds. 

Anthraonose, cotton, damage, and control-.. 125 

Apples— 

car-lot shipments, 1920-1932_ 608,510 

cold-storage holdiiigs, 1923-1932_ 611 

dried, exports— 

1912-1932. 671 

destination, 1926-1932.._ 676-677 

exports— 

1919-1931. 508 

destination, 1926-1932.. 677-678 

fresh, exports, 1909-1932. 070 

imjmrts, 1919-1931. 508 

Industry, importance... 329 

prices— 

ton, 1919-1932. 508,613 

market, 1924-1932. 509,612-513 

production, 1919-1932. 508,509 

trade, international. 1925-1931. 512 


Page 

Apricots— 

exports, 1912-1932. 671 

production, 1923-1932. 514 

Artichokes, acreage, production, and prices, 

1929-1932. 514 

Asi;)aragin, production and use by depart¬ 
ment.. 31 

Asparagus, acreage, production, and prices 

1929-1932. SH 

Automobiles. See Alotor vehicles. 

Avocado diseases, investigations_ 35 S 

Avocados, production and prices, 1934-1932.. 51 i 

Babcocx, C. J.: Quality in Dairy Products 
Depends on NTomerous Factors Other Than 

the Butterfat. With William White_ 290-293 

Bacon- 

exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932. 674-673 

prices at Bristol, England, 1923-1932. 609 

Bacterial blight, of cotton, cause, d image, 

and control. 123 

Bananas, imports— 

1909- 1932. 672 

origin, 1920-1932. 6S5 

Bankruptcies, farm, number and percentage, 

1910- 1932. 734 

Banks, Federal. See Federal. 

Barberry eradication, work of department—. 77-78 
Barley- 

acreage, increase, result of crop feed value. 

H.V. Harlan. 190-191 

commercial stocks, 1926-1932. 454 

exports— 

1900-1932. 449,671 

destination, 1926-1932. 678 

feed value, cause of increased acre^. H 

V. Harlan.190-191 

Importance as cash crop. 191 

imports, 1900-1932. 449 

marketing by farmers, 1922-1933. 454 

prices— 

farm, 1900-1932. 449,455 

market, 1900-1932. 449-150,456 

trade, international, 1925-1932. 455 

BE.XN, L. H.: Agriculture and the World 

Crisis..91-95 

Beans— 

acreage, 1899,1909,1914-1932. 563-6&t 

car-lot shipments, 1922-1932. 585 

dry, imports, 1909-1932. 672 

exports, 1899,1909,1914-1932. 563 

Imports, 1899,1909,1914-1982. 563 

Lima, acreage, production, and prices, 

1929-1932. 615 

prices— 

farm, 1914-1932. 563 

market. 1923-1932.. 564,666 

production and jrlfild, 1899-1932.. 563-565 

snap— 

acreage, production, and prices, 1929- 

1932. 513 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1932.. 51S 

Beef- 

exports, 1909-1932. 670 

grading service, progress. 69 

Siports, 1913-1932. 672 

products, trade, international, 1925-1931... 600 

quality, factors affecting. 251-252 

stocks, m storage, 1928-1932. 599 

trade, international, 1925-1931. 600 

See also Meats. 

Beets, acreage, production, and prices, 1929- 
1932. 516 
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Berry industry, importance. 332-333 

Birds. See Game; wild life. 

Blick, 'W. H.: Experiments with Beef and 
Dual-Purpose Cattle Aid in EfBcient Pro¬ 
duction. With E. W. Sheets and J. A. 

Gamble.. 241-252 

Blister rust, white-pine, eradication, work of 

department.. 78 

Boll worm, pink, control, work of department- 79,80 
Borer, com. See Cora borer. 

Bran, prices wholesale, 1923-1932- -. 421 

Bread, prices in leading cities, 1923-1932_ 420 

Breeding, dairy cattle, value of genetics. M. 

H, Eohnnan.-. 280-284 

Bridares, State, disbursements, 1931. 758 

Brown, B. E.: Wheat Does Best in Well- 
Drained, Fertile Loams; Responds to 

Fertilizer.-.158-161 

Buckley, S. S.: Trend in Hog Production Is 
toward Efficiency and Quality of Product. 

With O. G. Ha^ns. 252-263 

Buckwheat- 

acreage and production, 1919,1932. 468,469 

exports, 1919-1931. 468 

imports, 1919-1931. 468 

prices— 

farm, 1910-1932. 468,469 

market, 1919-1932. 468-469 

Bull associations, cooperative dairy, number, 

1906-1932. 640 

Burmeister, 0. A.: Prices, Numbers, and 
Kinds of-A^nlmals Vastly Changed Since the 
War. With 0. L. Harlan and G. B. Thome 

.219-230 

Burmeister, Q.: Decade of Expansion 
Leaves Most Products Depressed; But a 
Few Are in Active Demand. With Wells 


A. Sherman and A. C. Edwards_319-326 

Butter- 

creamery— 

cold-storage holdings, 1923-1932_ 647 

prices, 1910-1932. 660-651 

production, 1922-1931. 646-646 

exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932.. 674 

imports— 

1909-1932. 672 

origin, 1926-1932. 6S2 


production, shift from Ihrm to factory, 

1921-1930. 280 

trade, international, 1925-1931. 649 

BuTtertit— 

effect on quality of dairy products. Wil¬ 
liam Wmteand C. J. Babcock. 290-295 

feed cost and value, 1931. 639 

prices, farm, 1923-1932.. 045 

production, relation to feed costs_ 288 

Broomcom— 

acreage and production, 1915-1932. 571-572 

prices, farm, 1915-1982. 571 

prices, market, 1931-1932_ 572 

supply and distribution, 1925-1932..- 572 

yields, 1931-32. 571-672 

Cabbage- 

acreage and production, 1929-1932. 617-519 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1931. 516 

prices, farm, 1929-1932. 617-519 

Cacao wnns- 
imports— 

1909-1932. 672 

origin, 1926-1982..-. 684 

SeeaUoCooo&, 

Calcium ^uconate, production by depart¬ 
ment. 40 

Caiuwell, j. S : Quality Prcraess Marks 
Present Stage of Canning, Dryhig, and 
^Pr^rving-- 344-348 

heifer, number on farms, 1920-1933. 685-636 

zmmber on farm and vaJoe, 1900-1933_ 589-590 

^pments, slaughter, production, and in¬ 
come, by States, 1931_ 697-598 

daughter^ 

in CTiecified countries, 1923-1932. 699 

under Federal inspection, 1880-1932. 596 


Calves—Continued. Pa£,e 

veal, prices, 1923-1932.. 506 

See also Cattle. 

Canning— 

home, increase by farm women. 388-391 

drying, and preserving, quality, progress. 

J. S. Caldwell. 344-348 

Cantaloupes— 

acreage and production. 1929-1932. 520-521 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1932. 620 

prices, farm, 1929-1932. 520-621 

Carpenter, Rowen Schmidt: Dairy Prod¬ 
uct’s Nutritive Value Justifies Large Place 

in Family Diet. 206-298 

Carrots— 

acreage and production, 1929-1932. 621 

car-lot shipments. 921-1931. 521 

prices, farm, 1929-1932. 621 

Casein, value and use. 300-301 

Cash- 

expenditures, farmers, changes. 375-376 

grrins, relative worth since 1929 in compari¬ 
son with feed crops. C. M. Purves, F. J. 

Hosking, and C. L. Harlan.171-179 

C^^ 

and dual-purpose, production experi¬ 
ments. E. W. Sheets, W. H. Black, 

and J. A. Gamble. 241-252 

prices, 1923-1932. 595-596 

breeding for Improvement. 242-244 

dairy- 

breeding, value of genetics in. M. H. 

Fohrman.. 280-284 

numbers, distribution, and production 

per cow. 2S0 

purebred, number registered, by breeds, 

1921-1932. 036 

See also Cows, dairy; Dairy herd. 
dual-puiTpose, and beef production, experi¬ 
ments. E. W. Sheets, W. H. Black, and 

J. A. Gamble. 241-252 

diseases, control by scientific methods... 230-232, 
233,236-237,239 

fattening— 

experiments.179-181 

for market, methods. 243-261 

feeding and management. 246-248 

finishing for beef.. 248-251 

imports, origin, 1926-1932. 682 

improvement by record-of-performauce 

method. 244-246 

inspected, shipments, 1923-1932. 594 

number- 

in various countries, 1921-1931. 591-692 

on farm and value, 1900-1933. 689-590 

production cycles, 1880-1932. 222-224 

receipts at stockyards, 1923-1932. 693-594 

shipments, slaughter, production, and in¬ 
come, by States, 1931. 697-698 

daughter in specified countries, 1923-1932., 599 

tick eradication, status, 1932. 600 

tuberculin-test^, 1923-1932. 036 

See also Calves; Cows; Dairy herd; Heifers. 
Cauliflower, acreage, production, and prices, 
1929-1932. 522 

acreage, production, and prices, 1929-1932.. 522 

diseases, control.— 339-341 

Cereal grains, feeding experiments for ways 

of profitable use. A. T. Semple.179-181 

Cereals, feeding to livestock, experiments.. 179-181 
Cheese— 

American— 

Cheddar, production, 1920-1931. 651-652 

cold-storage holdings, 1923-1932. 654 

exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932.. 074 

imports— 

1909-1932.. 672 

origin, 1926-1932. 682 

market receipts, 1919-1932. 652-663 

prices wholesale, 1924-1932... 654 

trade, international, 1925-1931. 665 

value in diet. 29S 

Cherries, production. Imports, and exports, 

1924-1932.. 523 

Chick, babv. industry, develonment. 310 
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^nvSiccs to ptoducfers, 1923-1932- m 

number and value, 192&-1P32- 666-6/58 

production, changes, 1924-1932—304^)8 
he also Poultry. 

Citrus— 

shipments, 1921-1932- 52-1 

coloring, methods. 351 

production, 1899, 1909,1919-1032. . 523 

shipments by cooperative associations, 

1920-1931. ?72 

Growers, experiments with new citrus varle* 
ties. T. Ralph Robinson and A. D. 

Shamel- 325-328 

Clothing costs, cutting by home readjust- 
..392-393 

ana production, 1930-1932. 594-SR5 
imports, origin, 1926-1932- 688 

^faraaT1923-1932.- §6 

^d^v^activities.... 

number and enrollment, 19^1931. 776 

Cw:oa— 

‘“ite. 

origin, 1926-1932. 6.84 

See also Cacao beans. 

^m^^imports, 1909-1932.. 673 

oil, trade! international, 1926-1931- 596 

See also Copra. 

Collee— 

“lomij.....--. 6ra 

trMe^tSMri92&^l|3^^^^ 

COLTB, IrojiN S.: Wheat’s Rotation IJw Is 
Largely Determined by Crop Competition. 

WithS. C. Salmon... 

CouiER, Q. A.: Wheat's Economic Portion 
Aftected by Surpluses and World ^ade 
Restrictions. With Joseph L. Orr and E. ^- 

Cornmnni^*Mitles, use in rural 385 

Cook, 0. P.: One-Variety Community Plan 
Shows Numerous Practical Advantages. 

With 0. B. Doyle.132-138 

Cooperative estension-- 

roplntagOTrprl^*<>t'i>“t^> 

^ imports, origin, 1926-1932—- ^ 

traSe, international, 1925-1931. W 

See also Coconut. 

°S?SgeJ89(>-1932..-....... «1-132,436-439 

borer, European, control methods.- 

671 


Page 


523 


destination, 1926-1932.- 67S 

1994-1932.- 43W40 

"“^Slption and 

*”®&jg for hytaid iffodnction- 

selection for OTossing...^.^-—. 

marketings by farmers, 19!a-l932. 437 

pollination, control. 

SSet, 189(W{^I”. 431-432,439 

re^Slu^n mVtioU, d^ption. iK7-i§ 

seed, hybrid, production. 


Com—Continued, 
sweet— 

atTeage, production, and prices, 1929-1932. 
wilt-resistant varieties, development by 

department. , 27 

trade, international, 192&-l»i32.. 43S 

webworms. control method.217-21S 

world production, 1900-1932. 434 

yields from hybrids and open-pullinatwl 

vaneties, comparison.188-1S9 

Com Belt, erosion control, practices.00-61 

Comstareh, exports, 1909-1932,. 671 

Cotton- 

acreage, 1890-1932..-112-474 

.imerican— 

Egyptian, developmenr and progress.... 44 
maintenance despite growth of foreign 
competition. Lawrence Myers, L. D. 

Howell, and B. H. Thibodeaux-,._97-107 

communities, one variety, prepress, require¬ 
ments, and types. 135-13S 

consumption— 

1919-1932. 476,477 

postwar.100-101,104 

crop, American, improvement, handicap 
due to multiplicity of varieties. C. B. 

Doyle.107-114 

deterioration, causes. 132 

diseases, damage to crop. D. C. Neal— 121-125 

exports— 

1890-1932. 472,478 

destination, 1926-1932.. 676 

discussion by Secretary,. 12 

farms, situation.106-107 

grade and staple— 

and carry-over, 1928-1932. 476 

estimates, use in quality improvement.. 49-50 
growers, aid by live-at-home plans and soil 

buQding. C. B. Doyle..114-118 

growing— 

fertilizers for, composiiion and placement. 

J. J. Skinner.118-121 

practices, recommendations.115-117 

Imports, 1890-1932. 47^,478 

improvement by one variety community. 

0. F. Cook and C. B. Doyle.132-138 

insects, control measures.l2tJ-lS2 

llntr- 

exports, 1909-1932-._ 670 

production, 1909-1933. 473,475 

linters, exports— 

1914-1932. 62 

destination, 1926-1932.. 6*5 

marketing, cooperative associations.- 334 

marketings by farmers, 1922-1932. 4<5 

middling, spot prices, 1915-1983. 479,480-481 

mill consomptwu in United States and 

foreign countries, 1913-1932-—— 4u 

novelty varieties, description and disadvan- 

tagw. 113-114 

one-variety, community plwi, practi^ 
advantages. 0. F. Cook ano C. B. 

Doyle. 133-13S 

pests, control by culture, insecticides, and 

quarantines, R.W. Homed.126-1^ 

picking and ginning, precautions...iii^-iio 

premiums and discounts, 1923-1932.- 480,481 

pric®s— 

at Liverpool, 1»2»-19S3...^ 

farm, 1890-1933. 4T2-478.4T8 

production— 

1932, dlscus^on by sVerertary. 9 

costs, .. 

qtffiity, imp<K^ce in foreign jU 2 .jq 4 

raw’imMrts,'cHigin,'i9^i^'--'.--.- 

root rot, cause, devdopment, and controL 121-1^ 

seed certification, advantages.- 

situation, review.-.EjS 

statistics, 1890-1932... 

sup^or variety, characteristics^.- 

supply and distribution, 1013-1^. 

trade, International, 1925-1932.- 

transpCHTtationdevdopment^-—.^ «So 

unmanufactured, imports, 1909-1932-^ 

utilization, chsin^. 304-iw 
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Cottnn—Continued. 

vanety registration, advantages. 109 

worfeon.97-138 

world production, 1909-1933. 475 

yields, 1890-1932. 472-473 

Cottonseed- 

cake and meal, exports, 1909-1932. 670 

meal, prices, 1923-1932. 484 

oil- 

exports, destination, 1926^1932. 681 

prices, 1923-1932. 483 

trade, international, 1928-1931. 482 

prices, farm, 1922-1932. 481,483 

production, 1909-1932. 481-482 

products, production, 1909-1932. 482 

Cowpeas— 

acreage, production, and vedue, 1931-1932.. 570 

prices— 

farm, 1923-1932. 570 

market, 1923-1932.. 571 

Cows— 

dairy- 

records of output, basis of su(?cessful 

dairying. J. C. McDowell—. 287-290 

See aleo Cattle, dairy; Cows, milk. 

milTr — 

numbers, 1880-1933. 634,635,637 

prices to producers, 1923-1932.. _ Ii: 

value per head, 1880-1933. 632 

yield on farms, 1929-1932... 637-^ 639 

See also Cattle. 

Cranberries, production and prices, 1924-1932. 528 

Cranberry, f^e blossom, control methods_ 358 

Imports, 1909-1932. 673 

market receipts, by origin, 1931 and 1932-__ 642 

quality, improvement program.. 290-295 

Credit- 

corporation, organization, discussion by 

Secretar 7 . 8 

farm, faculties, discussion by Secretary_ 6-7 

See also Loans; Mortgage. 

Crop— 

estimates, accuracy, discussion by Secre¬ 
tary. 70 

production— 

1932, and other years, discussion by Sec¬ 
retary. 9-11 

adjustment to demand, research.43-45 

summary, acreage, production, and yield, 

1930-1932. 697-698 

Crops, miscellaneous, statistics. 563-588 

Crotalarla, uses, experiments by department. 29 

Crowu-gaU organism, control studies. 355-356 

Cucumbers— 

acreage and production, 1929-1932.. 529 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1932.. 529 

prices, fann, 1929-1932. 529 

Currants, dried, imports, origin, 1926-1932... 685 


Dairy- 

ana poultry statistics. 634-666 

by-products, utilization by industry. L. A. 

Kogers. 299-302 

cattle. See Cattle, dairy; Dairy herd. 

cost cutting, discussion by Secretary_29-30 

cows. See Cows, dairy, 
herd-improvement associations— 

number, 1906-1932. 640 

value to farmer.. 287-290 


production costs, decrease by better feed 
crops and pastures. T, E. Woodward. 284-287 
products— 

foreign trade, changes. 280-281 

importance in diet. 291 

investigations by department.. 42 

marketing associations, number and esti¬ 
mated business, 1925-26,1928-1931. 770 

nutritive v^ue, importance in family diet. 

BowenaSchmidt Carpenter.. 295-298 

prices, factors affecting. 276-280 

pri*^, relation to feed prices and feeding. 176-179 
quality, factors other than butterfat 
affecting, WilHam White and C. J. 

Babc^-. 290-295 

quality improvement by department_ 46 

quality produced, 1924-1931. 640-641 

situation, 1932. 11 


Dairying— 

effect of changing dollar value and produc¬ 
tion cycle. E. W. Oaumnitz, E. E. Vial, 

and J. B. Shepard... 275-280 

success, dependence on high-producing 

cows. J.C. McDowell. 287-290 

work on... 275-302 

Date scale, eradication, work by department. 78-79 
Dates— 

dried, imports, origin, 1926-1932. 685 

production and prices, 1924-1932. 529 

Deguelin, development by department. 33 

Dehydration, fruits and vegetables, practica- 

blUty. 361 

Depression- 
effect on- 

agriculture.91-96 

cotton industry..97,101,106 

farm efficiency. 381-382 

livestock situation-. 222,227,228 

poultry industry. Samuel A. Jones, 
Gordon W. Sprague, and Alexander 

Sturges. 803-308 

relation to agriculture, discussion by Sec¬ 
tary.1-2,8 

Diet, family, importance of nutritive value of 
dairy products. Bowena Schmidt Carpen¬ 
ter... 296-298 

Disease and T)est control, review by Secretary. 76-82 
Doyle, C. B.: 

Live-at-Home Plans and Soil Building Aid 

Cotton Growers.114r-118 

Multiplicity of Varieties Handicaps Im¬ 
provement in the American Cotton 

Crop.107-114 

One-variety Community Plan Shows Nu¬ 
merous Practical Advantages. With 

O. F. Cook.132-138 

Drainage enterprises, financial difficulties_55-56 

Drying, canning, and preserving, quality, 

progress. J. S. Caldwell. 344^-348 

Duck- 

diseases, investigations by department_80-81 

raising, importance... 317 

Dust explosions, Investigations by depart¬ 
ment. 38 


Edwabds, a. C.: Decade of Expansion 
Leaves Most Products Depressed; but a 
Few Are in Active Demand. With Wells 

A. Sherman and G. Bnrmeister.. 319-325 

Egg- 

albumen, imports— 

1921-1932. 673 

origin, 1926-1932. 6S2 

products, trade, international, 1925-1931... 605 

yolks, imports— 

1921-1932. 673 

origin, 1926-1932. 682 

Eggs— 

and poultry. 303-308 

cold-storage holdings, 1923-1932. 664 

exports, 1909-1932. 670 

Imports— 

1909-1932. 673 

origin, 1926-1932. 682 

market receipts, 1919-1932. 662,663,664 

prices— 

farm, 1923-1932. 664 

market, 1923-1932. 666 

production— 

and prices, 1932. 11 

and value, 1925-1932. 663 

increase hy careful breeding and manage¬ 
ment. Alfred B. Lee and Morley A. 

JuD.308-817 

increases.— 305-306 

ouality, improvement. 814-315 

trade, international, 1925-1931. 605 

Engineering appliances, development by de¬ 
partment. 34-35 

Enlow, C. B.: Pasture Experiments Point 
Way to More Profitable Grazing. With 

H. N. VlnaU and A. T. Semple. 205-212 

Erosion, problems, discussion by Secretary.. 59-63 
European com borer. See Corn borer, Euro¬ 
pean. 
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Expendittires— Pag? 

clas^if cation by types and nnits.17-lS 

department, discussion by Secretary.12-21 

Export crops, trend, discussion.. 371-372 

Expoi Is—- 

190S-1932, summary. e«7 

agricultural products, discussion by Secre¬ 
tary. 3,11-12 

farm products, discussion by Secretary.... 3 
fke am under apeajie crops. 

Extension activities and accomplishm^^nts, 

1926-1931. 773 

Extension Service, work, review by Secre¬ 
tary. 72-75 

Families, farm, living standards, studies, 

1922-1932. 737-739 

Family- 

expenditures for household articles, reduc¬ 
tion. 393-395 

living, readjustments, comparison with 
farming adjustments. Hildegarde Enee- 

land and Hard K. Stiebellng.3S3-397 

Farm- 
business— 

and related statistics_ 697-739 

and the farm home.—. 369-397 

studies, by States, 1924-1931. 710-728 

commodities, demand, discussion by Sec¬ 
retary. 2-3 

credit. See Credit. 

families, living standards, studios, 1922- 

1932. 737-739 

home— 

and the farm business. 309-397 

readjustments made by the women_ 385-397 

income. See Income 
management- 

financial, causes of loss.— 382-383 

research and results___36,45 

mortgage debt, estimation, 1910-1932 . 735 

prices. See Prices, farm; and under specific 
crop, farm prices, 
production- 

costs, chnnses__ 37 4 

income, gros.**, 1909-1031. 700-703 

program, reshaping, discussion- 369-371 

products, exchange value, decrease.- 94 

readjustments, resourcefulness and prompt¬ 
ness of farmers. C. L. JBColmes and V. N. 

Valgren. 369-384 

real estate. See Real estate. 

returns, 1923-1931. 704r-705 

upkeep, problems of ad lustment. 378-381 

value, ^e under specijic crop, farm value. 
Farmers, readjustments, resourcefulness and 
promptness. O. L. Holmes and V. N. 

Valgren_..._-___ 309-384 

Farming— 

efficiency during the depression- 381-382 

fundamental changes, 19^1932- 370-371 

Farms— 

cotton, situation. 

number, 1928-1932. 733 

Federal— , ^ 

intermediate credit banks, marketing- 

credit facilities. 8 

land banks— 

extension of mortgage credit to fanners— 8-0 
interest and discount rates, and bond 

yields, 1917-1932. 736 

Feed- 
crops— 

acreage and production, 1932--— 9-10 

attack by hundreds of different kinds of 

insects. W. H. Larrimer-216-218 

improved, necessity in lowered dairy 
production costs. T, B. "Woodward— 284-287 
relative worth since 1929 in corapa^n 
with cash grains. C. M- Purves, F. J. 

Hosking, and C. L. Harlan-1<1-1#9 

grains and forage.-..— 171-218 

prices, relation to prices of livestock and 

dairy products..r’ 

production and prices, effect on livestock 
situation. 221-222 

163060®—33-60 


Feeding— Page 

experiments with cereal grains. Indication 
of ways of profitable use. A. T. Semple. l79-im 

poultry, efficiency studies.C12-ol3 

Feeds, by-product, production, dexelop- 

ment- 173-174 

Fertilizer materials— 

production, 1927-1931. 761,7^3 

Sales and value, 1929-1931. 7ei 

Fertilizers— 

conhumption, 1921-1931. 763-763 

effect on pastures. 205 - 21 >7 

exports, 1927-1931. 763 

for— 

cotton, composition and placement. 

J. J. Skinner.. 118-121 

cotton, formulae.115-llP, 118-120 

wheat, practices and methods of applica¬ 
tion. 139-161 

imports, 1927-1931. 763 

pnees, decreases. 320 

production, 1927-1931. 761,703 

research work of department.31-33 

sales, 1929-1931...761,7r3 

use, adjustments....37C-377 

Fibers— 

animal, imports, origin, 1926-1032_6S3-6S3 

vegetable, imports, origin, 1926-1932_ 684 

See also undt r specific names. 

Field crops, harvested acreage, 1930-1932_ C99 

Figs— 

dried, import*;, origin, 1926-1932_ fS5 

production and prices 1922—1932 530 

Filberts, imports, origin, 1926-1932_IIII.I C67 

Fisher, D. F.: Methods of Handling, Trans¬ 
porting, and Storing Perishables Im¬ 
proved. 348-354 

Flax- 

unmanufactured , imports, origin, 1926-1932. 684 

varieties, development by department_ 2S 

See also Flaxseed: Linseea. 

Flaxseed- 

acreage, 1909-1932_ 466-459 

cake, exports, destination, 1926-1032_ 680 

commercial stocks, 1926-1932. 460 

imiiorts— 

1909-1932. f78 

origin, 1926-1932. 685 

marketmg by farmers, 1922-1932- 460 

prices— 

farm, 1909-1932. 456.461 

market____—— 466-457,462 

production and yldds, 1909-1932- 466-469 

trade. International, 1926-1931- 461 

world production, 1919-1933- 457 

See also Flax; Linseed. 

Flour, wheat- 
exports— 

1909-1932. 671 

destination, 1926-1932.. 650 

prices, wholesale, 1923-1932. 420 

Fohrman, M. H.: Breeding Better Dairy Cat¬ 
tle Facilitated by Studies in Genetics— 280-284 
Fo^— 

^dmiiSstration, discussion by Secretary. 86-87 

enforcement. 

production program, farm homes-3S7-392 

program, emergency, benefits, discussion by 

Secretary_<0-/2 

supply, term famfly, readjustments-856-Si^ 

Foods— __ 

preservation methods.—. 

rancidity, investigations by department... 37 

Foot-and-mouth disease, eradication, work 
of department.— <6 

grains_ -—171-218 

crops, attack by hundreds of diHerent kinds 

ofinsects. W. H. Larrimer-216-218 

Foreign agricultural service, depanment, dis- 
mission W Secretary.. 65-67 

^^ports^jid^import^ value, 1929-1982„-— 668 

secreted, exports ana imports, 1909-1932—. 
utdlLution, research by department-42-43 
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PorestiTt extension programs, dismssion by 

Secrets^. 74 

Freezing, foods, studies.-. 369-361 

Freight tonn^e, on railways, 1925-1931- 773 

Frost, killing dates, with length of growing 

season.._ 744-745 

Fruit- 

by-products, investieations by department. 41-42 

crops, production, 1932.. 10 

diseases, control by new method, progress. 

M.B. Waite. 354-369 

erowers, aid by foreign agricultural service— 66-07 
industries, trend toward higher-quality 

production. J. R. Magness_ 328-335 

juices, freezing, methods... 860-361 

pests, control, development of new methods. 

B. A. Porter and W. H. White. 364-368 

Fruits— 

and vegetables..319-325 

canned- 

dried, and fresh, exports, 1912-1932_ 669,676 

exports, destination, 1926-1932...— 678 

dried, imports, origin, 1926-1932. 685 

frozen and preserved, cold-storage holdings, 

1923-1933. 660 

frozen-pack, progress.. 346,349,359 

preservation methods..- 361-362 

refrigeration methods, Improvement_ 362-353 

shipping, economical methods. 353-364 

spray-residue removal, methods. .. 350-351 

statistics_ 508-560 

storage investigations by department. 37 

unloads at markets, 1924-1932. 561-562 

utilization, aid by chemical discoveries. 

Henry G. Knight.- 359-364 

Fumigants, development by department.... 35 
Fungicides— 

imports and exports, 1927-1931.—. 764 

prices, at New York, 1923-1932.. 764 

production, 1927-1931. 764 

Furfural, production by department.. 40 

Fusarium wilt, of cotton, can've, symptoms, 
and control. 123 

Q.VMBI.E, J. A.: Experiments with Beef and 
Dual-Purpose Cattle Aid in Efficient Pro¬ 
duction. With E, W. Sheets and W. H. 

Black.211-252 

Game- 

laws, ruling by department. 86 

See a /80 Wild life. 

Gardening, home, adjustments by fann 

women. 387-388,389,391-892 

Gardens, home, increases_319-320 

Gasoline taxes, 1931. 760 

GAtTMNiTZ, E. W.: Changing Dollar Value 


ing. With E. E. vial and J. B. Shepard. 275,280 

Geese raising, Importance.. 317 

Genetics, value in breeding better dairy cat¬ 
tle. M. H. Fohrman. 280-284 

Gipsymoth,eradication,workbydepartment. 79 

Glass-Steagall bin, provision of credit... 7 

Glucose, exports, 1909-1932. .. 671 

Goats, numbers clipped and average clip, 

1930-1933. 625 

Goatskins, imports, 1909-1932. 672 

Grades, Federal, nromotioii of trade.67-69 

Grading service, department, usefulness_48-49, 

67-^ 

Grain— 

apportionment to cattle, feeding studies_ 287 

crops— 

acreage and production, 1932_ 9-10 

new varieties, development by depart¬ 
ment. 26-27 

feed, production and prices, effect on live¬ 
stock situation. 221-222 

futures act, administration, discussion by 

Secretary... 83-84 

Grains— 

cereal, feeding experiments for ways of 

profitable use. A. T. Semple_179-181 

e^ats, destination, 1926-1932. 678-680 

and forage. 171-218 

production, 1912-1982_ 171,172-173,175,178 

utilization... 174-175 

imoorts. origin. 1926-1932_ 685-686 


Grains—Continued. Page 

infestation, dlfterent kinds of insects_216-218 

statistics. 399-471 

See also under specific kinds. 

Grapefruit— 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1932_ 624 

exports, destination, 1926-1932. 67 g 

fresh, exports, 1922-1932_ 671 

prices, auction, 1924-1932.. 625 

See also Citrus fruits. 

Grapes— 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1932. 631 

exports—1922-1932. 671 

Imports and exports, 1922-1932. 630 

industry, importance. 331-332 

prices, 1922-1932. 630,531-533 

production, 1922-1932. 630 

Grasshoppers, control work by department.. 82 

Grazing- 

close, advisability. 286-287 

profitable, result of pasture experiments. 

H. N. Vinall, 0. R. Enlow, and A. T. 

Semple. 206-212 

Green manure, crops for wheat_ 160 

Hams, exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932. 675 

Hankins, O. G.: Trend in Hog Production 
Is toward Efficiency and Quality of 

Product. With S. S. Buckley.. 262-283 

Haelan, C. L.— 

Feed Crops Since 1929 Worth Relatively 
More Than the Cash Grains. With C. 

M. Purves and F. J. Hosking..171-179 

Prices, Numbers, and Blinds of Animals 
Vastly Changed Since the War. With 

C. A. Burmeister and B. G. Thome_219-230 

BLablan. H. V.: Barley Acreage Is Increasing 

Because of Crop Feed Value.190-191 

Habnbd, R. W : Culture, Insecticides, and 
Quarantines Help Control Cotton Pests. 126-132 
Hay— 

acreage and yields, 1919-1932.. 673*^75 

exports, 1919-1932. 676 

imports, 1919-1932. 676 

prices— 

farm, 1931-1982. 673-675,676 

market, 1922-1932.. 677 

production, 1912-1932_ 172,173,176,573-676 

receipts at markets, 1926-1982.. 675 

Heat, effect on nutritive value of milk. 296-297 

Heifers, number on farms, 1920-1983-. 635-638 

Henequen, imports— 

1909-1932. 673 

origin, 1928-1932_ 684 

Hides— 

imports, 1909-1982. 672 

prices at Chicago, 1923-1932.. 628 

Highways— 

Federal-aid, wage rates, 1923-1932_ 761 

State- 

disbursements, 1931. 758 

income and funds available, 1931_767 

mileage, 1921,1923-1931_ 766 

See also Roads. 

Hogs— 

cholera control work, 1919-1932_ 610 

diseases, control by ^entific methods.. 231-232, 

237-238.241 

dressing and cutting yields. 259-261 

live w^ht at Chicago, 1923-1932.. 604 

market classes and grades.-.258-269 

numbers and value, 1931-1933.. 601-602 

numbers in various countries, 1921-1031.. 602-603 
prices— 

1929-1982. 226 

at Chicago, 1923-1932.. 605 

farm, 1922-1932. 606 

production- 

cycles, 1920-1932. 225-227 

trend toward efficiency and quality of 
wduct. S. S. Buckley and O. Q. 

Hankins_ 252-283 

value, 1931_ 606 

receipts at stockvards, 1928-1932_ 604 

shipments and slaughter, 1931. 606 

slaughter, in specified countries. 1928- 

1932. 607 

See also Pigs: Swine. 
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Holmes, C. L.: Fanners Resourceful and 
Prompt in Making Needed Readjustments. 

With V. N. V^gren. 369-384 

Home economics, department ser^-lce, discus¬ 
sion by Secretary.70-72 

Honey- 

prices, 1927-1032. 496 

quality improvement by department_ 48 

Hops— I 

acreage, production, and yield, 1922-1932... 679 • 

downy mildew, investiirations by depart- 1 

ment. 28 

exports— 1 

1909-1932. 570,671 

destination, 1926-1932. 680 

imports, 1922-1932. 679 

prices, farm, 1922-1932 . 679 

trade, international, 1026-1931. 680 

number in various countries, 1921-1931_ 631-633 

number on farms, 1910-1933. 629,630 

prices, 1923-1932. 629 

production cycles, 1910-1932.. .. 228r-230 

Hosking, F. J.: Fe^ Crops Smce 1929 Worth 
Rdatively "More Than the Cash Grams. 

With O. M. Purves and C. L. Harlan_171-179 

Howell, L. D.; American Cotton Holds 
Ground Despite Growth of Foreign Com¬ 
petition. With LawTence Myers and B. H. 

Thibodeaux.97-107 

Humphbev, H. B.: Wheat Is Attacked by 
Rusts, Smuts, and Other Destructi\e Dis¬ 
eases_ 161-168 

Hunters’ hcenses, returns by States, 1930-31— 763 

Hyde, Secretary: The Year in Agriculture— 1-89 

Imports— 

1908-1932, summary. 667 

agricultural products, discussion by Secre- 

tarv. 11-12 

See also under specific crop. 

Income— 

cash, contributions of farm women_ 396-397 

department- 

activities. 20 

discussion by Secretary. 12-21 

farm— 

1932, comparison with other years_ 4 

net, use during the depression. 383-384 

shrinkage, discussion by Secretary_ 2-3 

gross, from farm product^ 1909-1931_ 700-703 

Index numbers— 
farm— 

prices, 1910-1932. 729-731 

prices, 1932, discussion by Secretary. 1-2 

real estate, 1912-1932. 733 

wages, 1909-1932. 732 

prices p^d by farmers, 1910-1932. 729 

volume of agricultural production, 1919- 

1932. 699 

wholesale prices, 1900-1932. 731 

Information service, work of department-74r-75 

Insect-pest surveys, scope and value—.81-82 

Insect pests, control measures, progress-36-36 

Insecticide act, enforcement_ 241 

Insecticides— 

development by department. 33 

efficacy in fighting insect pests. 367-368 

imports and esportSt 1927-1931.— 764 

investigations.—.. 363-364 

prices at New York, 1923-193?. 764 

production, 1927-1931. 704 

use in control of cotton pests..131-132 

Insects, damage to feed and forage croi)S. 

W. H. Larrimer.216-218 

Inulln, investigations by department. 41 

Investments and current outlays, problems 

and adjustments. 374-375 

Inigation— 

enterprises, financial difficultly-56-56 

water, investigations by department-33-34 

Jones, Samuel A.: Poultry Industry Fairly 
Resistant to Depression. With Gordon W. 

Sprague and Alexander Sturges- 308-308 

Juices, fruit, freezing^ethods.. 360-361 

JULL, Moeley a.; Breeding and ManMe- 
ment Have Greatly Increased Average Egg 

Production. With Alfred R. Lee.-— 303417 

Jute, imports, 1909-1932- 673 


Pace 

Kafir, prices at Kansas City, 1923-1932_ 471 

Kneeland, niLDEGVKDE: Readjustments in 
Family Ln ing Are as Drd>tic as Those 
Effected in Farminc. Wx+h Harel K. Stfe- 

belin?.3S:-C97 

Knight, Hexey G : ITtilization cf Traits and 
Vegetables Aided by Chemical Dl!sco^e^- 


Labor— 

cash expenditures for, chances. 1928-1031_ 377 

farm, by geographic divisiOrs, 1932. 7oZ 

Lamb- 

cold storage holdings, 1923-1'‘■12. fill# 

consumption in United States. 272-273 

trade, mternational, 1920-lt*ol. 619 

See Meat; Meeds; Mutton 
Lamb*!— 

fatteninc for market.2tS-270 

number on farms, 1900-193 i .111,614 

prices— 

at Chicaco, 3923-1932. CI6 

farm, 1922-1932. 615 

production value, 1931.017-018 

shipments and slaughter, 1931.617-C18 

slaughter, under Federal inspectirn, 1880- 

1932. C16 

See also Sheep. 

Land- 

use, planning and conservation..52-C5 

utilization, discussion by Pecretury.52-59 

Land®, submarginal, relation to tax dehn- 

queucy.54-56 

Lard- 

consumption, trends. 283 

exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932.. 675-676 

prk*es, 1923-1932. 607 

production and consumption, 1900-1931_ 628 

stocks, in storage, 1923-1932. COS 

trade, intemational, 1925-1931. 610 

Larrimee, W'. H — 

Hundreds of Different Kinds of Insects 

Attack Feed and Fontce Crops.216-218 

Wheat Is Attacked by Insects at Each 

Stage fn Life of the Plant.109-170 

Lee, Alfred B.: Breeding and Management 
Have Greatly Increased Average Egg Pro¬ 
duction. With Morley A. JuU..- 308-817 

Lemon raising, importance.. 327-328 

Lemons— 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1932.. 524 

imports— 

1909-1932. 672 

origin, 1928-1932. 685 

prices, auction, 1924-1033. 536 

trade, international, 1925-1931. .. 525 

See also Citrus fruits. 

Lypedezas, use for pastures, varieties and 

regional adaptation. 208-210 

Lettuce— 

acreage and production, 1929-1932,.. 533 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1932.. 534 

disease-ryistant, development.. 343-344 

pricy, farm, 1929-1^2. 5^ 

varieties, introduction and development by 

department.. 47 

Lignin invytigations by department. 40 

Linseed- 
cake, exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

dytination, 1926-1932. 680 

meal- 

exports, 1909-1932. 670 

pricy at Minneapolis, 1923-1932.. 464 


oil-* 

pricy, 1923-1932.. 

production, 1919-1932.. 

trade international, 1925-1931. 
See also Flax; Flaxseed. 

Lint, cotton. See Cotton lint. 
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Livytock— 

hryding, iirogress. 

cooperative marketmg, 1918-1931. 


250-284 
.. 772 


control by scientific methods, progress, 


John R. Mohler. 230-241 

prevention, work of department-30-31 

fattening experiments- 179-181 
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Livestock—Continued. ^a,gc 

grazed on national forests, and receipts. 751 

i^cts affecting, control. 239-240 

numbers, relation to feed production_175-176 

parasites, prevention and control.234r-238 

prices— 

numbers, and kinds, changes since the 

War.219-230 

relation to feed prices and feeding_176-179 

production- 

changes, 1928-1932. 372-374 

discussion by Secretary,.10-11 

remedies, Federal supervision.— 240-211 

situation, effect of the War. 219-221 

slaughter, under Federal Inspection, 1923- 

1932. 626 

statistics. 689-633 

work of department.— 219-273 

See also wnder specific mmes. 

Living- 

family, readjustments, comparison with 
farming adjustments. Hildegarde Emee* 

land and Hazel K. Stiebeling. 385-397 

standards, farm, studies, 1922-1932. 737-739 

Loans— 

agricultural, selected Federal and other 

agencies, 1917-1932. 736 

crop production, conditions, discussion by 

Secretary—-.— 7-8 

See also Credit; Mortgage. 

Lumber- 

consumption, 1904-1931. 748 

exports, 1904-1932. 669,748 

imports- 

1904-1931. 748 

1909-1932. 669 

production— 

1929-1931. 747 

Specified years. 748 

value at mill, 1899, 1909, 1919, 1929-1931. 747 

Magness, J. R.: Fruit and Nut Industries 
Show Decided Trend Toward Higher- 

Quantity Production_........ 328-335 

Manila, imports— 

1909-1932. 673 

origin, 1926-1932. 684 

Manure, application to wheat.152-160 

Market, roadside, use by farm women. 396-397 

Marketing associations, membership and 

amount of business, 1931-32,. 766-769 

Markets, foreign and domestic, demands_88-39 

Mabtin, John H.: Grain Sorghums Highly 
Drought Resistant; Many Varieties Grown 

In Umt^ States.195-198 

McDowell, J. C.; Records That Show Each 
Cow's Output Are Basis of Successful 

Dairying. 287-290 

Meal. See under specific kiiids. 

Measures, equivalent weights. 402 

Meat— 

imported, Inspected, and passed, 1923-1932. 625 

Inspection, Federal, benefits. 76 

preparation under Federal inspection, 1923- 

1983. 626 

products— 

preparation under Federal Inspection, 

1923-1932. 628 

trade, international, 1925-1931. 627 

trade, international, 1925-1931. 627 

Meats— 

production and consumption, 1900-1931_ 62S 

quality-improvement investigations by de¬ 
partment. 46 

See also Beef; Lamb; Fork; Veal. 

Middlings, flour, wholesale prices, 1923-1932.. 421 

Milk— 
condensed- 

exports, 1909-1932. 670 

exports, destination, 1920-1932. 674 

trade, international, 1925-1931. 613 

evaporated- 

exports, 1909-1932. 670 

exports, destination, 1926-1932. 674 

trade, international, 1925-1931_ 643 

feed cost and value per cow, 1931. 639 

flnid, receipts at markets, by origin, 1931 
and 1932. 642 


Milk—Continued. Pagfe 

imports, 1918-1932_ 673 

prices— 

farm, 1923-1932. 644 

retail, 1920-1932. 645 

production on farms, 1929-1932_ 637-638,639 

products— 

utfllzation. 299-302 

value in diet. 295-298 

quality, improvement program. 290-296 

skim, dry, use. 300 

vitamin-D-enriched, production and value. 2^ 
Milk cows. See Cattle, dairy; Cows, d^r; 

Cows, milk: Dairy herd. 

Milo, varieties, development by depart¬ 
ment. 29 

Mohair- 

imports, 1922-1932. 673 

production, 1930-1932. 625 

Mohlsb, John R.: Animal Disease Control 
by Scientific Methods Shows Notable 

Progress. 239-241 

Molasses— 

Barbados, investigations by department_ 41 

imports, 1909-1932. 673 

Morse, W. J.: Soybeans Now a Major Crop 
in United States; Few Grown Before 

1898. 198-206 

Mortgage, farm, debt, discussion by Secre¬ 
tary. 5 

Mortgages. See Credit; Loans. 

Motor vehicles— 

re^tration, 1931_ 769 

revenues, 1931. 759 

Mules— 

numbei>- 

in specified countries, 1921-1931_ 631-633 

on &m8,1910-1933. 629-630 

prices, 1926-1932. 629 

production cytde, 1919-1932. 228-230 

Mutton- 

cold storage holdings, 1923-1932. 619 

consumption in U. S. 272-273 

trade, international, 1926-1931. 619 

Mybbs, Lawrence: American Cotton Holds 
Ground Derolte Growth of Foreign Com¬ 
petition. With L. D. Howell and B. H. 
Thibodeaux.97-107 

National forests— 

fires on, 1924-1931... 748 

policy, discussion by Secretary.ec 

road and trail construction. 8v> 

Neal, D. C.: Cotton Diseases Take Two 
Million Bales of U. S. Crop Annually— 121-125 

Nitrogen, world production, 1928-1932. 763 

Nut- 

diseases, control by new method, progress. 

M. B. Waite. 354-359 

industry- 

importance. 333-335 

trend toward higher-quality production. 

J. R. Magness.325-335 

Nuts, imports, origin, 1926-1932.. 686-687 

Oat- 

regions, location, and varieties in each... 191-195 
vmeties— 

description and characteristics.. 102-196 

regional adaptation. T. B. Stanton_191-195 

Oatmeal, exports, destination, 1926-1932. 679 

Oats— 

acreage, 1900-1932.. 441-442,444-446 

exports— 

1909-1932. 671 

destination, 1926-1932.. 678 

marketings by farmers, 1922-1932. 446 

prices— 

farm, 1900-1932. 441,447 

market, 1900-1932.. 441-442,448 

production- 

and yields, 1900-1932.. 441-445 

costs, 1931. 710 

receipts by grades, 1922-1932.. 446 

stocks on hand, 1926-1932. 445447 

trade, international, 1925-1932.. 448 

varieties, development by department.... 27 
world production, 1894r-1933—. 443 
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Oil cake— 

exports, destination, 1926-1932. 6b0 

trade, international, 1925-1931-.. 691-C93 

Oil-cake meal, trade, international, ig2&> 

1931.C91-693 

Oils- 

vegetable— 

exports, 1909-1932.-. COO 

exports, destination, 1926-1932. 6S1 

imports, 1909-1932. 690 

imports, origin, 1926-1932. 6S7-tiSS 

See also under specific kinds. 

Oilseeds, imports, origin, 1926-1932. 68S 

Oleo oil, exports— 

1909-1932. 070 

destination, 1926-1932. 076 

Oleomargarine— 

consumption, 1924-1932.... 655 

manufacture, materials used, 1922-1932- 656 

market prices, 19^1932_ 636 

production, 1922-1932. 655 

OUve oil- 

imports, origin, 1926-1932- 6S7-088 

trade, intemational, 1925-1931. 534-635 

Olives— 

imports— 

1909-1932. 672 

origin, 1926-1932. 6a5 

production and prices, 1923-1932. 634 

Onions— 

acreage and production, 1929-1932_ 536 i 

car-lot shipments, 1921-1932_ 537 

imports— 

1909-1932. 672 

origin, 1922-1932. 535 

prices— 

farm. 1929-1932. 636 

market, 1923-1932.. 537 

Orange- 

juice, quality improvement by department. 47-48 
Satsuma, early ripening strain, develop¬ 
ment by department.- 44 

Oranges— 

carrot shipments, 1921-1932.. 524 

exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932.. 678 

prices, auction, 1924-1933.- 627 

trade, intemational, 1926-1931... 626 

See also Citrus fruit. 

Ore, Joseph L.: Wheat's Economic Position 
A^cted by Surpluses and World Trade 
Restrictions. With Q. A, Collier and E. J. 
Working_-_-_139-147 

Packers and stockyards act, enforcement by 

department.84-86 

Paper production, 1899,1904-1931- 749,750 

Parasitism, in livestock and poultry, preven¬ 
tion and control. 234-238 

Pasture— 

condition, first of month, 1909-1932- 577-578 

crops, supplementary. 207-208 

experiments, cause of more profitable graz- 
fag. H. N. Vinall, C. B, Enlow, and A. 

TTSemple... 205-212 

plants, varieties for specified regions. 207-212 

Pastures— 

improved, necessity in lowered dairy pro- 

auction costs. T. E. Woodward- 284r-287 

improvement by use of fertilizers-— 206-207 

Peach— 

bacterial spot, control methods.- ^7 

industry, Importance. 330-331 

Peaches— 

canned, exports, 1922-1932.- 6<1 

car-lot shipments, 1923-1932- 538,540 

exports, 1913-1932..- 338 

phony disease— 

control studies. 

eradication work of department- 75 

*^^ri913-1932..- ^ 

market, 1923-1932.. 

production, 1913-1932-538,539 

Peanut oil— 

prices, 1923-1932. SS3 

production, 1922-1932... 

trftde. international. 1925-1931---— 583 


Peanuts— Page 

acreage, yield, and production, 1919-1932.. 5S0-5S1 

imports, origin, 1926-1932. 6 S 7 

prices, farm, 1919-1932.."80-581 

shelled, imports, 1909-19.32. 673 

trade, mtemational, 1925-1931... 5S2 

yields, improvement... 342-343 

Pear- 

cluster rot, control. 357-358 

industry, importance. 330 

Pears— 

car-lot shipments, 1922-1932.. 541 

exports, 1913-1932. 541,671 

prices, 1913-1932. 541 

production, 1913-1932. 541,542 

Peas— 

acreage and production, 1G29-1932. 543,6S4 

canned, pack in United States, 1919-1932... 544 

car-lot shipments, 1925-1932. 543 

prices, farm, 1029-1932. 543 

Pecans, production and prices, 1924-1932. 544 

Pepper, imports, origin, 1926-1932. 659 

Peppers, acreace, production, and prices, 

1929-1932. 345 

Perishable commodities act, benefits, dis¬ 
cussion by Secretary. S5 

Perishables, handling, transponing, and stor¬ 
ing methods, improvement. D. F. Fish¬ 
er.34S-354 

Pests, control work, review by Secretary_78-82 

Pigs— 

growing and fattening. 257-25S 

numbersand value, 1931-1933.COl-602 

See also Hogs; Swine. 

Pineapples, conned, exports, 1922-1932.. 671 

Plant pests, controlwork of department. 78-SO. Sl-52 

Plums, production, and prices, 1929-1932_ 546 

Pollination, control in com breeding.183,188 

Population movements, discussion by Secre¬ 
tary. 56-57 

Pork- 

consumption, 1902-1931. 262-263 

exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932... 673 

products, trade, intemational, 1925-1931... 609 

soft, problem. 261-262 

stocks, in storage, 1923-1932. 608 

trade, intemational, 1925-1931- 609 

See also Meats. 

Porter, B. A.: Research Develops New 
Ways to Fight Pests of Fruits and Vege¬ 
tables. WiSiW.H. White. 364^ 

Potato- 

crop, 1932u. 9,10 

diseases, control_-_ 341-342 

production, trends-.-.-.. 324 

Potatoes— 

acreage and production, 1909-1931- 546-649 

car-lot shipments, 1923-1932- 550 

exports, 1909-1932.. 516 

imports, 1909-1932. 546 

prices— 

farm, 1909-1932. 646,518,551 

market, 1923-1932.. 546-547.552 

storage, investigations.—- 361 

trade, international. 

Potts, C, G.: Sheep Raising In U. b. Hm 
C hanged Greatly Since Pioneer Penod. 
WithD. A. Spencer. 264-273 

md dairy statistics.2S“^5^ 

and eggs_—_ 303-3^ 

dressed, market receipts, 1923-1932.. 659-661 

frozen, cold-storage holdings, by months, 

1923-1932. 681 

industry- 

progress-----— 308-317 

resistance to depression. Stoiuel A. 

Jones, Gordon W. Sprague, and Alex- 

ander Sturges—. 

live, freight receipts, 1928-1932.....- 659 

management, improvement trends-- 3X3-^ 

parasites, types, prevention, and control— 238 

^^icffifdecreasa. 

value in diet.. SlfcS? 

remedies, Federal supervision- 240-241 

situation, discussion by Secretary- 11 

See also Chickens; Turkeys. 
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Precipitation— 

selected points, by months, 1932. 742-743 

See alfo Bainfall. 

Preserving, canning, and drying, quality. 

progress. J. S. Caldwell.. 344r-348 

Price slnmp, causes and efiect upon agricul¬ 
ture_ 91-93 

Prices— 

alfalfa seed, 1923-1932. 5S6 

almonds, 1923-1932__ 608 

animals, changes since the war. C. L. 
Harlan, O. A. Burmelster, and G. B. 

Thorne_219-230 

apples, 1919-1932. 508,509,512-513 

artichokes, 1929-1932_. 514 

aspari^us, 1929-1932_ 614 

avocados, 1924r-1932. 614 

bacon, 1923-1932. 609 

barley, 1900-1932-. 449-450,455,456 

beans, 1914-1932. 516,663-564,666 

beets, 1929-1932. 616 

bread, 1923-1932. 420 

bran, 1923-1932. 421 

broomcom, 1915-1932. 571-572 

buckwheat, 1919-1932.. 468-469 

batter, 1910-1932. 650-661 

butterfet, 1923-1932-. 645 

cabbage, 1929-1932. 617-519 

cantaloupes, 1929-1932...- 620-521 

carrots, 1929-1932. 521 

cauliflower, 1929-1932.— 522 

celery, 1929-1932. 522 

cheese, wholesale. 1924-1932.. 654 

chickens, 1923-1932. 662 

clover seed, 1923-1932. 684-586 

com, 1890-1932-. 431-432,438,439,628 

cotton, 1890-1933. 472-473,478-481 

cottonseed— 

1922-1932. 481,4® 

meal, 1923-1932. 484 

oil, 1923-1932. 483 

cowpeas, 1923-1932-. 670-^71 

cows, milk, ferm, 1923-1932. 639 

cranberries, 1924-1932. 628 

(Kicumbers, 1929-1932_ 629 

dairy products— 

factors affecting. 275-280 

relation to feed prices and feeding.176-179 

eggs, 1923-1932-. 11,664,666 

farm— 


1932, discussion by Secretary . 1-2 

index numbers, 1932, discussion by Secre¬ 
tary . 1-2 

relation to purchasing power, discossion 

by Secretary. . 3 

See also under specified crop, farm prices, 
faed and livestock, relation to feeding — 176-179 
fertilisers- deereeses _ 320 

field seed^ 1923-1932_ 

fljp, _ 

_ 588 

530 

flaxseed, 1909-1932. 

flour middlings, 1923-1932_ 

flour, wheat, 1923-1932_ 

grapefruit, 1924-1932. 

grapes, 1922-1932.... 

Tifiy, 1Q‘>a_iQa«)! _ .. 

466-457,461,462 

. 421 

. 420 

. 525 

.... 630,531-^ 

f»73-fi77 

1Q2Q-1Q39 _ _ _ _ 

_ 22fl 


49A 

hops, 192^1®2 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

_ 579 

kafir; 1923-1932. 

lfVTpl>?s, 1092-1932 _ 

OliUAIA 

lemnns. 1921-1932_ 


lettuce, 1929-1932. 

meftl, 1923-1932_ 

- 533 

iAl 

ofl, 1923-1932. 

maple sugar and simp, 1917-1932. 
TTiilV, 19^1032 

. 463 

_ 495 

^55^1900-1935 _ 

441-442,447,448 

ftSft 

Aleomargarine-1923-1935 

nliriWj 1923-1935 

_ 534 

onions, 1929-1932. 

. 636,537 

oranges, 1924-1932. .. 

peaches, 1913-1932. 

peanut oil, 1953.1935 

. 527 

— 638,539.540 
543 

peanuts, 1919-1932 _ _ 

JWn-RRl 

pears. 1919-1932 _ 

541 545 

peas, 1929-1933_ 

pecans, 1924-1932—,_ 

- 643 

-- 644 


Prices—Continued. Page 

peppers, 1929-1932. 645 

plums, 1929-1932_ 646 

potatoes, 1909-1932. 548-648,651-652 

poultry products, decrease. 306,307,308 

prunes, 1920-1932. 645 

rice, 1909-1932. 464-465,408 

S e, 1909-1932. 423-424,430 

eep, 1923-1933. 227,614,615,616 

sor^ums, 1919-1932.. 470-471 

sorgo sirup, 1930-1932. 494 

soy Deans, 1923-1932. 567,669 

spinach, 1929-1932. 664 

strawberries, 1929-1932. 556 

sugar, retail and wholesale, 1023-1932_ 494 

sugarbeets, 1911-1932-. 484^486 

sugarcane sirup, 1930-1932. . 405 

sweetpotatoes, 1919-1932. 552,663,654 

timothy seed, 1923-1932.. 686,687 

tobacco, 1890-1932. 497-499,601-503 

tomatoes, 1929-1032. 657 

turkeys, 1923-1932. 662 

velvetbeans, 1930-1932. 671 

walnuts, 1923-1932... 669 

watermdons, 1929-1932. 659,660 

wheat, 1890-1932-. 403-404,408,416,418-420 

wool, 1923-1932. 623-626 

Prunes— 

exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932.. 677 

production and prices, 1929-1932. 645 

Pulpwood, consumption, 1899,1904-1931— 749,760 
Purchasing associations, membership and 

amount of business, 1931-32. 766-769 

Ptjeves, C. M.: Peed Crops Since 1929 
Worth Rdatlvdy More Than the Gash 
Grains. With P. J. Hosking and C. L. 
Harlan_ 171-179 

Quarantine enforcement, work of depart¬ 
ment_ 79 

Quarantines, efficacy In control of cotton 
pests. 180 

Rainfall- 

monthly and annual, by States, 1931_ 746 

See also Precipitation. 

Raisins, exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932.. 677 

Rancidity, oil-bearing foods, investigations— 363 
Rayon- 

imports and price, 1923-1932. 776 

production and utilization_39-40 

Real estate— 

farm, index numbers, 1912-1932. 733 

vdues, discussion by Secretary. 4-6 

Reconstruction Finance Corporation act, ad¬ 
ministration.. 7-8 

R^mlatory work, administration by depart¬ 
ment.—. 

Research- 

development of new ways to flght pests of 
fruits and vegetables. B. A. Porter and 

W.H. White. 

for— 

adjusting crop production to demand_43-45 

new uses of farm products.39-43 

quality improvement of farm products. . 46-60 

reduction of production costs.25-36 

waste prevention and widening of mark¬ 
ets.36-39 

work of department, review by Secretary— 21-62 
Rice- 

acreage and production, 1909-1932._ 464-465,466 

exports— 

1909-1932. 464,671 

destination. 1926-1932_ 679 

floor and meal, imports, origin, 1926-1932. . 686 

imports— 

1^1931_ 464 

origin, 1926-1932_ 686-686 

prices— 

farm, 1909-1932. 404-466 

wholesale, at New Orleans, 1923-1931_ 468 

receipts at mills, 1923-1932_ 467 

trade, international, 1926-1931. 467 

world uroduction, 1909-1933_ 466 
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Page , 

Richey, Fbedeeick D.: Com Hybrids Reside | 

from Crossing Carefully Selected Parent i 

Linos_1S2-1W) I 

Road construction- 

expenditures, statement by Secretary. 17, IS-lJi, 21 

use of emergency funds.-.- S8-b9 

Roads— 

Federal-aid, construction— 

11)32. 754-755 

and expenditures--87-S9 

See also Highways. 

Robinson, T. Ralph: Citrus Growers Try 
Out New Varieties as Smiply of Standard 

Sorts Mounts. With A. 1). Shamel. 325-32S 

Rodents, control work of dej^ment- SO 

Roqbbs, L. a.; Problem of Finding Uses for 
By-products of Dairy Industry Partly 

Solved...-. 299-302 

Root knot of cotton, cause, damage, and con¬ 
trol. 

Rosin, consumption, 1925-1931. 752 

Rotation, crop, value in control of insect 

pests.-.. 218 

Rubber- 

crude, imports, 1909-1932 . 6<2 

India, crude, imports, oritrin, 1920-1932- 689 

trade, hitomational, 1925-1931.— 693 

Ruminants, parasites, species, and control. 236-237 
Ru.st on cotton, cause, symptoms, and con¬ 
trol.124r-125 

acreage, 1909-1932. 422-424,426-4^ 

commercial stocks, 1926-1932- 428 

exports— 

1909-1032. 6a 

destination, 1926-1932. 

marketing by farmers, 1922-1932—-- 428 

prices— ... 

farm, 1909-1932. 423.^30 

market, 1909-1932..^^^4^ 

production and yields, 1909-1932. 423-424,426-4^ 

trade, international, 1925-1932.— 4M 

worlu production, 1894-1933... --....... 4.5 

Salmon, S. C.— 

Nearly 300 Varieties of Wheat Grown on 

United States Farms.. - 14/-153 

Wheat’s Rotation Use Is Largely Deter¬ 
mined by Crop Competition. \\ 1th John 

S. Cole....-.153-158 

Sausage casings, imports, origin, 1926-1932.. 683 

forage-plant, imports, 1922-1932- ^ 

verification service, benefits.— to 

Seeds^— 

field, prices, market, 19^1932- 588 

imports, origin, 1920-1932. 688 

pri^s, market, 1923-1932- 687 

S£id[FLis ^ ** 

Feeding Experiments With Cereal Grains 
Indicate ways of Profitable Use—179-181 
Pasture Experiments Point Way to More 
Profitable Grazing. With H. N, ^ 

and C- R. Enlow. ^212 

Shamel, A. D.: Citrus Growers Try Out 
New Varieties as Supply of Stimdard Sorts 

Mounts. With T. Ralph Robinson. 325-328 

Sheep— 

^"^72.227-^ 

trends. 

management systems- 

”1n^wious countries, 1921-1931.- 612-613 

on farms, 1900-1933_611,614 

^^9^-1932-- 

at Chicago, 1923-1932- 616 

toi, 1923-1933.SJi’S? 

production value, 1931- ^ ...61^-618 

raising in U. changes since piraeff pe 
riod. D. A. Spencer and C. G. Poits.. ^273 

receipts at stockyards, 3923-1032...Sii.Si 

shearing method- - 

shipments and slaughter, 1931.. ——---617-618 
slaughter, under Federal inspection, 1880- 


types and Vrwds,“improvement- 265-200 

See also Lambs. 


616 


Page 

Sheets, E. W.: Experiments with Beef and 
Dual-Purpose Cattle Aid in Efiicient Pro¬ 
duction. With W. H. Black and J. .A.. Gam¬ 
ble. 241-253 

Shepard, J. B.: Changing Dollar Value and 
Production Cycle Greatly AlTect Dairying. 

With E. W. Gaumnitz and E. E. Vial... 275-250 
Sheeman, Wells A.: Decade of Expansion 
Leaves Most Products Depressed; hut a Few 
are in Active Demand, with G. Burmeis- 

ter and A. C. Edwards.310-323 

SUk— 

imports, 1909-1932. 672 

raw, imports and price, 1923-1932. 776 

Simp- 

maple, production, 1917-1932. 495 

quality improvement by department. 47 

sorgo, acreage, production, and price, by 

States, 1930-1932. 4‘i4 

sugarcane, acreage, production, and price, 

by States, 1930-1932. 4^5 

Sisal, imports— 

1909-1932. 073 

origin, 1926-1932. o&4 

Skinnee, j. j.: Fertilizer Composition and 
Placement Play Big Part in Cotton Grow¬ 
ing. i:«-i2i 

Soils— 

fertilizer requirements for cotton growing 115-116 

118-119 

for wheat, types and fertilizer require¬ 
ments____—_lS*-lbl 

Sorghums— 

acreage and production, 1910-1933- 470 

diseases and insects, control_........... 197 

grain- 

breeding for “combine type”_196-197 

cultural methods. 198 

drought-resistant, varieties grown in 

United States. Jolin H. MsStin.__ 196-198 

uses___- 195-106 

prices— 

form, 1919-1932.- ^ 470 

market, 1919-1932. 470,471 

receipts, 1923-1932... 471 

Soy sauce, possibilities for domestic produc¬ 
tion. *41 

Soybean— 

meal, use as feed, fertilizer and food- 200-202 

oil- 

imports, origin, 1926-1932- 688 

manufacture. 200 

prices, 1922-1932. 6C9 

production, 1922-1932. 569 

trade international, 1925-1931- 5fS 

uses. 202 

and production, 1922-1932- 566-567 

export to Europe.. 204-205 

major crop in U. S., grown smee 1898. W, J. 
Morse.198r-205 

^^1931-1933.- ^ 

market, 1923-1932.. 56» 

Quality improvement by department- 4S 

trade international, 1925-1931.'W.SS 

use as food.. 202-203 

variety adaptation and utilization. 198-200 

Spencer, D. A.: Sheep RaisinL.S.]^ 
Changed Greatly Since Pioneer Penod. 

With C. G. Potts.. 264-273 

Spices, impo^, origin, 1926-1932- 689 

and production, 1929-1932- 5M 

ear-lot shipments, 1921-1982...- 5^ 

mosaic-resistant, devdopment- ^ 

SnUiGVEr Gordon W.: Poultry Indmtry 
Fairly IResistant Jo.pePres^om WitH^ 

Samuel A. Jones and Alexand^ St^es. 303;J08 

Standards, Feder^,]^omotlon of tr^e^—- 67-69 
STANTON, T. R.: OatWtlesHave 
Adaptation; Remain Major Crop-191-196 

Stardi— gyj 

s^tTOte^hy-pr^Qct, dfivdopmen't Md 
utiiizatioii--- 


40 
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Page 

State esmeriment stations, research, cooi)era- 

tion of department.60-52 

States, payments to, statement by Secre¬ 
tary.17,18-19 

Stiebeling, Hazel K.: Beadjustments in 
Family Living Are as Drastic as Those 
Effected In Farming. ■V\'ith Hildegarde 

Elnedand-.-.- 385-397 

Stock. See Livestock. 

Stockyard inspection, work of department_ 77 

Storage, fruits and vegetables, investigations 

by department.-.— 37 

Strawberries— 

acreage and production, 1929-1932.. 555 

car-lot shipments, 1928-1932. 556 

prices, farm, 1929-1932.— 555 

STxmGEs, Alexander: Poultry Industry 
Fairly Besistant to Depression. With 
Samuel A. Jones and Gordon W. Sprague 
_ 303-308 


Sugar— 

- 

world production, 1909-1933—. 4S9 

production, 1911-1932. 486,488-490 

cane, world production, 1909-1933—.— 489 

exports— 

1909-1932. 670 

destination, 1926-1932. 681 

imports— 

1909-1932. 673 

origin, 1926-1932. 689 

maple- 

prices, 1917-1932. 495 

production, 1917-1932. 495 

zuiik, utilization, problems. 301-302 

prices, 1923-1932. 494 

production, 1909-1933. 485-495 

production, trade, and supply available, 

1909-1932. 488 

statistics. 484-496 

trade international, 1925-1931.- 492-493 

Sugar beet- 

leaf hopper, control Investigations.. 365-366 

varieties, development by department_ 26 

Sugar beets— 

acre^e and production, 1911-1932_4S4r4S6 

prices, 1911-1932. 484-485 

yield per acre, 1911-1932... 484^485 

Sugarcane- 

production, 1909-1032. 486-490 

rot-iBSistant variety, development by 

department. 26 

Sweetpotato— 

by-products, development and utilization 40 

diseases, control.-.- 336-337 

production, trends. 324-335 

starch hivestigations. 362 

Sweetpotatoes— 

acreage and production, 1919-1932_552-553 

car-lot shipments, 1922-1032- 553 

prices— 

farm, 1919-1932. 662,653,554 

market, 1923-1933-. 553,654 

Swine- 

breeds of, and Improvement, research_ 253-257 

slaughter under Federal inspection, 18S0- 

1932. 606 

parasites, types and control- 237-238 

See also Hogs; Pigs. 


Tannin, investigations by department_ 41 

Taxes, farm, discussion by Secretary_ 5-6 

Tea- 

imports— 

1909-1932_ 672 

origin, 1926-1932. 689 

trade, International, 1925-1931. 695 

Temperature, select^ points, by months, 

1932. 74(V-741 

Tephrosin, development by department_ 33 


Textiles, uses, investigations by department- 72 
Thibodeaux, B.H.: American Cotton Holds 
Ground Dc^ite Growth of Foreign Com¬ 
petition. With Lawrence Myers and L. D. 

HowelL.97-107 

Thorne, G. B.: Prices, Numbers, and Binds 
of Animals Vastly Changed Since the War. 

With C. L. H ar l a n and C. A. Burmeister-219-230 


Page 

Tick fever, cattle, eradication, work of depart¬ 


ment... 77 

Timber— 

free-use, cut from national forests, 1928-1931. 752 

stand, growth, and depletion. 746 

Timothy seed- 

acreage, yield, and production, 1930-1932.. 584 

prices, farm, 1923-1932. 586,687 

receipts, 1923-1932. 687 

Tobacco— 
acreage— 

1890-1932. 497-600 

and production, 1932.. 9 , lo 

exporters, aid by foreign agricultural serv¬ 
ice. 67 

exports— 

1890-1932. 497,607 

destination, 1928-1932_ 681 

grading service, progress__ 69 

imports, 1890-1932_ 497 

leaf, use in manufacture, 1922-1931. 505 

prices- 

farm, 1890-1932. 497 

market, 1927-1932. 498-499,601-603 

production, 1890-1932-. 497-603 

rot-resistant strains, development by de¬ 
partment.. 28 

statistics. 497-507 

stocks on hand, 1927-1932. 501-504 
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